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AFTER MUCH PREPARATION and preluding, the first 
shot of the Legal Education Reformers has at length been 
fired. Sir Roundell Palmer, as the representative of the 
Legal Education Association, moved on Tuesday his reso- 
lutions in favour of the establishment of a General School 
of Law (the term ‘‘ Legal University” would seem to 
have been abandoned as self-contradictory), in the govern- 
ment of which the branches of the legal profession may 
be suitably represented, and after the establishment of 
which, no person shall be admitted to practice in any 
branch without having passed the School Examinaiions : 
Sir Roundell Palmer also moved an address to the Queen 
praying for a Charter of Incorporation for the School to 
be established : Mr. Osborne Morgan seconded the motion ; 
andit being then very late at night, Mr. Jessel moved 
the adjournment of the debate. Thus the first shot has 
been fired. The Universities have identified themselves 
with the scheme. On behalf of the solicitors branch of 
the profession, the Incorporated Law Society and the 
Metropolitan and Provincial have expressed a general 
adhesion. Two out of the four Inns of Court—viz., Gray’s- 
inn and the Middle Temple, have also announced their 
general approval of the plan of one Grand Law School and 











compulsory examinationsforthe bar. But theInner Temple | 


and Lincoln’s-inn refused to accept the idea of educating 
both branches together, and of abandoning their present 
control of the education of the bar. The Inner Temple 
and Lincoln’s-inn benchers, however, evidently view the 
present movement as one too formidable to be neglected ; 
and they have essayed to weaken the case of 
the reformers, so far as they are concerned, by altering 
they own rules to the requirement of compulsory exami- 
tions before calls to the bar. 

That the members of every profession should be 
educated as well as possible in the technical knowledge 
of their avocation as well as in general attainments, is a 
position which requires no argument, nor can it be dis- 
puted that compulsory bar examinatiuns must do good 
andcan dono harm. The Inns of Court themselves 
used not in olden times to call any student to the bar 
until satisfied of his proficiency in law studies, although 
they afterwards abandoned that requirement. The 
question whether the bar and the solicitors should 
or should not be educated side by side seems to us, as at 
present advised, to be simply a question of the best 
ordering and management of the means of instruction ; 
and if the splitting up of the “ University” into 
colleges is likely to prove inconvenient in this respect, 
that is a reason for the junction, Short of that we 
see no reason why the Inns of Court, under sufficient 
coercion and control, might not be left to prepare their 
own students for the compulsory examinations of the 
Great Law School of which they would be members, 





Mr, Bruce has introduced a bill in which he hopes to 
get over the Lord’s Day Act difficulty by vesting the pro- 
secutiug powers solely in the police. Now, as we remarked 


| three weeks ago, the advisibility of committing such a 
! discretion to the police is extremely questionable. If any 
police prosecutions take place at all, there will infallibly 
be complaints and suspicions that instances are singled 
out unfairly, and in the face of experience, especially 
that of public-house prosecutions, it is difficult to predict 
that such complaints and suspicions will be groundless. 
It may be, however, that this measure is intended merely 
to render it possible to postpone the consideration of the 
Act of Charles IT. to next Session ; and that the police 
are not meant to enter upon a general duty of prosecu- 
tion. 





A CURIOUS COUNTY COURT CASE has occurred this 
week, which appears not to have been contemplated by 
any of the numerous statutes relating thereto or by the 
rules of practice. It appears thas a waggonette and a 
cab came into collision in the Westminster District, and, 
as almost invariably happens in running-down cases, 
each party believed the blame rested with the other. 
The owner of the waggonette brought his action in the 
Lambeth District, the owner of the cab residing there, 
and on the summons being served the defendant deter- 
mined to bring a cross action. On the attorney attend- 
ing at the court for that purpose, he found that the 
Court had no jurisdiction, as no part of the cause of 
action arose in the district, and the party to be sued re- 
sided in the Wandsworth District. As both actions in- 
volved the same set of facts, making them practically 
one action, it was desirable that one judge should try 
both, but to accomplish that object a most circuitous 
method was necessary. By the 22nd section of 19 & 20 
Vict. c. 108, a county court judge may, on the application 
of either party, send a cause to any other county court 


; for trial if he is satisfied that the cause can be ‘‘ more 


conveniently tried’ in such other court. This provision 
is the only one by which the two causes can be brought 
together into one court. The cross action must therefore 
be brought in the Wandsworth Court, where the defen- 


| dant resides, or in the Westminster Court, where the 


cause of action arose. One of the parties must then 
apply for a change of venue on the ground of greater 
convenience of trial, If both parties were to make the 
application on the same day, but at different courts, 
the result would be that each action would be transferred 


' to the other court. 


We mention the case for the purpose of suggesting that 
a very simple rule would obviate the difficulty. If the 
commencement of any action in any court were made 





sufficient to found jurisdiction to try any cross action, 


| the matter would be much simplified and sometimes 


much valuable time saved. In view of the proximate 
county court vacation, the case mentioned may be delayed 


| six weeks or two months for want of a simpler mode of 
| proceeding than the existing one. 





THE DEBATES on the clauses of the Ballot Bill in com- 
mittee have been proceeding slowly during the week. 
Numerous amendments have been proposed, but few 
carried, and the alterations hitherto made in the bill 
seem unimportant. The different views taken are rather 
amusing. First an amendment is proposed to leave out 
the word “ Parliamentary,” and so confine the operation 


| of a particular clause tv municipal elections; and no 


sooner is that disposed of than another amendment is 
proposed to leave out the word “ municipal,” and confine 
the clause to Parliamentary elections, The last amend- 
ment, which was moved by Mr. Henry James, would pro- 
bably have been carried but for a mistake, and it is 
likely enough that it will be introduced upon the report. 
The effeot of it would not be to exclude municipal elec- 
tions from the operation of the bill altogether, but only 
from that part of it which relates to nominations, At 
present, in municipal elections, nominations are by 
papers; though not, of course, exactly on the same system 
as the bill proposes, The system, however, is totally 





different from the pablic nominations at Parliamentary 
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elections, and there seems no sufficient reason for making | thoriced we have to consider, whether the words in italics 


any alteration in it. After these amendments had been 
disposed of, a very long discussion ensued as to the num- 
ber of persons who should be entitled to attend nomina- 
tions. Wecannot but think that the difficulties suggested 
were almost entirely fanciful; however, in the result, the 
number of persons whose attendance was proposed at first 
was considerably restricted ; and,judging from the reports 
which have appeared in the newspapers as to the 
amendments carried, they do do not appear to us to 
leave the clause very intelligible. If this is so, 
it may probably be remedied on the report, but the 
point requires attention. Mr. Walter then moved to 
exclude counties from the operation of the bill, but 
this proposition met with but little favour, except from 
those who desire to have as little as possible of the ballot. 
The next discussion arose as to the time of closing the 
} oll, and propositions were made to keep open the poll 
until eight and until six, which however were both re- 
jected. It does not appear that the difficulties as to 
what is to be done in the case of persons in the act of 
voting when the poll closes have yet been discussed. The 
last matter which the house dealt with was one of Mr. 
Leatham’s motions on points of detail, which gave rise to 
a lengthy discussion upon the respective merits of cards 
and papers. We are inclined to agree with Mr, Forster 
that “ paper” includes “card,” or that if it does not, it may 
reasonably be made todo so by the interpretation clause. 
Such matters as these are far better left either to the 
discretion of the returning officers, or else to be provided 
for by the rules of the Home Secretary. If the committee 
once enter on the discussion of such matters, they will 
soon find themselves unable to deal with them, and if they 
provide minutely for some minor matters, and fail to do 
so as toall, it will inevitably be said that the omissioms 
were intentional, and a different interpretation will be 
pot on many parte of the Act than is probably in- 
teided. Mr. Leatham seems this year to have dropped 
his noticn about invisible ink, and to have invented a 
scheme of using colours, which appears equally childish. 
We trust that whatever else the Legislature may do on 
the matter, they will do nothing to assist persons to vote 
wl o cannot read the name of their candidate. The votes 
of such persons cannot be so valuable that their loss 
should be regretted, even if they cannot be given under 
the Government plan, which however we believe they can. 


By THE DEBENTURE Stock Act, 1871, it is enacted 
“ where a power has before the passing of this Act been 
or shall at any time hereafter be given to trustees to 
invest trust funds in the mortgages or bonds of a rail- 
way company, or of any other description of company, 
such power shall, unless the contrary is expressed in the 
instrument creating the power, be deemed to include a 
power to invest such funds in the debenture stock of a 
railway company or such other company as aforesaid, and 
an investment of trust funds in debenture stock may be 
made accordingly.” 

In all cases where the instrument creating the trust,be 
it settlement or will, contains authority to the trustees to 
inve-t the trust monies in debentures, or following the 
words of the Act in “ mortgages or bonds” of any rail- 
way or other company, vo difficulty can arise; the 
tru-tces can invest in debenture stock in the place of the 
debentures authorised by the instrument creating the 
trust. 

There are, however, many cases in which the authority 
to make certain specified investments is coupled with a 
direction that the trust funds are not tobe invested in invest- 
ments of any other nature. Thus the form may run as 
follows: Power to the trustecs to invest “ in any of the 
stocks, fund and securities hereinafter mentioned, and in 
no others” ox Mr. Davidson's form may be adopted, where, 
after giving a list of the investments authorised, is added 
the words, but not in any other mode of investment.” In 
either of these cases if investments in debentures are au- 





are such an expression of intention that investments 
should not be made in debenture stock as will prevent 
the Act from applying. Prior to the passing of 22 & 23 
Vic. c. 35, Lord St. Leonard’s Act, and 23 & 24 Vic. c. 35 
trustees were in the absence of any special authority at 
liberty to invest only in a Government Three per Cent. 
Stocb ; the investments autborised by the ordinary form 
were Government funds of all natures, real securities, 
and, occasionally, railway debentures ; words expressly 
excluding investments of any other nature were unneces- 
sary, because trustees had no power to make any other 
investments than those specified, and, therefore, accord- 
ing to the rule in conveyancing that unnecessary words 
should not be employed, they were never inserted. 

After the passing of these Acts the case was different. 
Trustees became authorised to invest in many securities, 
and accordingly the words in question were introduced in 
caees where it was desired to restrict the investments to 
those expressly authorised by the instrument creating the 
trust. It must be remembered that as soon as these Acts 
were passed it became probable that from time to time 
acts would be passed authorising trustees to make in- 
vestments of natures not contemplated at the time when 
the trust was created, and as it was impossible to foresee 
what investments would be authorised, the only possible 
method of forbidding them was to use very general 
words. From these considerations we may draw the 
conclusion that whero the instrument creating the trust 
contains a power to invest in debentures with a general 
prohibition against investments of any natures except 
those specified, the recent Act does not empower the 
trustees to invest in debenture stock. 

It is, perhaps, worth while to point out that the nature 
of debentures and debenture stock is so very different, 
that trustees who, in the exercise of discretion vested 
in them, consider debentures a proper form of invest- 
ment, must not hastily conclude that debenture stock is 
80. 
In the case of debentures, they are entitled to have 
the principal sum advanced repaid, after the lapse of a 
specified time, generally three or five years; so that, if 
they have selected a well-managed railway with honest 
directors, they are safe to get the principal back again 
without any diminution, while on the other hand, the 
owner of debenture stock is entitled to nothing but his 
interest; and if he wishes to realise his principal, he 
must sell the stock, and run the risk of the rise or fall 
of the market. It may be said that no serious loss is 
likely to cccur, as the trustees can sell out before the 
stock has fallen very far. Unfortunately, however, ex- 
perience teaches us that very few persons have the sense 
to realise at the commencement of a fall in price, which 
ends in the permanent depreciation of any particular 
stock ; they generally hold on; and, knowing the diffi- 
culty of getting trustees to move, we may assume that 
they would hold on also. 

To set against this disadvantage when compared with 
debentures, it must be remembered that at the moment 
when the debentures are being paid off, it generally 
happens that one of the trustees has the principal in his 
possession, and may possibly make away with it, and 
that the necessity of renewing debentures gives trouble to 
the trustees, 

A few words on the form of the investment clause in 
settlements. This is one of the clauses which has con- 
stantly to beread and acted upon by people who are not 
lawyers, and who consequently have considerable trouble 
in finding the clause, and possibly in understanding it 
when found. It would probably render it more easy for 
them to understand their duties, if the authorised invest- 
ments were specified in a schedule, headed “The 
achedule of authorised investmentu,”’ while the reference 
to it in the body of the deed might authorise the trustees 
to invest “in any of the stocks, funds, and securities 
specified in the schedule here under written.” 
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DRYASDUST IN PARLIAMENT. 


Mr. Tomline announced to the House of Commons 
jast Monday the discovery that there is a Statute under 
which no lawyer can be a valid county member, and Mr. 
Tomline, and Mr. Bentinck who followed him, darkly 
hinted that every bit of legislation since 1372, in which 
jawyer knights of the shire have taken part, may be 
found to be absolutely null and void. 

The “ Statute ” referred to is an Ordinance of 46 Edward 
IIL, whereby, “men of the law following business in the 
King’s Courts ” were prohibited from being returned orac- 
cepted as knights of theshire. The question whether this 
Ordinance was binding as a law of the land has been dis- 
cussed over and over again in Parliament and elsewhere, 
on many occasions of historical interest, and it has never 
been held to be law. In Coke’s Institutes (4 Inst. c. 1, 
10), it is stated that this was but an Ordinance of the 
Lords’ House, not an Act of Parliament, and at 4 Inst. 
«. 1, 48, it is stated that even if it was an Act of Parlia- 
ment it must be considered abrogated by 5 Rich. II., s. 2, 
¢. 2, and 7 Hen. IV.,c. 15. Sic Edward Coke, however, 
was himself an offender against the Ordinance, for, being 
sberiff of Buckingham, he was chosen knight of the shire 
for Norfolk, so that although by the judgment of the 
whole house he had privilege of Parliament allowed him, 
he may be considered somewhat interested in the ques- 
tion on which he gives so confident an opinion. 

On the strength of the Ordinance in question, a clause 
called the “Nolumus” Clause, was, in the next year—viz., 47 
Edw. III.—inserted in the writ to the sheriff, and from 
time to time, but not regularly, afterwards. This clause 
is discussed at length in Whitelocke’s “Notes upon the 
King’s Writ for Choosing Members of Parliament,” and 
Whitelocke arrives clearly at the conclusion that the 
Ordinance is not law. In Ruffhead’s edition of the 
Statutes it is remitted to an appendix. 

Coke is not right in stating that this Ordinance was 
not made in presence of the Commons, A reference to 
the Parliament Roll shows clearly that, though it was 
not an“ Act of Parliament” in the modern accepta- 
tion which means a statute, it was still an “Act 
of Parliament” in the sense of an act assented 
to by Parliament. The entry in the Parliament Roll 
(Rot. Parl. 46 Edw. III., m.13) expressly states the pre- 
sence of the Commons, and then proceeds—“ Les petitions 
queles les Communes avoient mis en Parlement et les 
respons sur eles donez furont luez, et auxi une ordinance 
faite en mesme le Parlement, en manere q’ensuyt:—Purce 
q. Gentz de Ley,” &c., and then follows the remainder of 
the Ordinance—that is, the Commons petitions and the 
enactments passed* on them having been read, the Ordi 
nance in question was then made. There is therefore no 
constat that the Parliamentary consent, which in this 
reign began to be a necessary ingredient of a new 
law, was wanting here. Yet this was not made 
upon petition, as a Statute would have been, and 
is expressly styled an Ordinance. Even Hallam admits 
that the distinction between Ordinances and Statutes is 
very obscure, But it isclear that the word is used, 
frequently at least, where an act of the whole Legis- 
lature is meant. It seems clear, also, that the 
word Ordinance is also used to signify a rule of tem- 
porary operation, Take, for instance, the case cited 


by Hallam from 37 Edw. III., where, it being ‘‘de- ! 
manded of the Lords and Commons, inasmuch as the | 
matter of their petitiuns was novel and unheard of be- | 


fore, whether they would have them granted by way of 


Ordinance or of Statute, they answered that it would be | 


best to have them by way of Ordinance and not of 
Statute, in order that anything which should need 





* In Edward III.’s time the Commons’ petition and the 
King’s answer thereon were entered on the Statute Roll, and 
formed the embodiment of the new law. The present system, 


under which a draft of the proposed law is sent up by the Houses * 


‘to the Sovereign is in the form of a “ Bill,” originated about the 
time of Henry VI. 





amendment might be amended at the next Parliament” 
(Rot. Parl., 37 Edw. III.,m. 13). This is probably the ex- 
planation of the whole thing, and the reason why thisOrdi- 
nance cannot be found to have had any permanent effect 
in the constitution of Parliaments. It was an act of Parlia- 
ment at the time, but never became a partof the “‘ law of 
the land.” There are but very slight traces of its having 
been acted on in the direction of the writs. There was a 
Parliament holden at Coventry in the sixth year of Henry 
IV., in which no lawyer sat; “‘ by reason whereof,” as Coke 
says, “ this Parliament was fruitless and never a good law 
made thereat,and therefore called indoctum Parliamentum, 
or lack-learning Parliament.” The Ordinance seems from 
the first never to have been treated as obligatory. Again, 
in November, 1640, and at the trial of Charles I., efforts 
were made to exclude lawyers from Parliament, but 
without success. There can be no doubt, in short, that 
this Ordinance is not now in force as a part of the statute 
law of the land. It seems a pity, therefore, that it should 
have been included amongst the revised Statutes. If 
Ordinances were to be included, there was an Ordinance 
made the same session, respecting Records of the Courts, 
which, though quoted by Coke as an Act of Parliament, 
is not to be found in the new edition. 

The other questions raised in the debate depend upon 
the assumption that this law was in force. We do not, 
however, think they are difficult to answer. In the first 
place, as to the possibility of Sir Richard Baggallay, Mr. 
Amphlett, Mr. Gregory, and the other ‘“‘ men of the law” 
who at present sit for counties being liable to penalties 
for so doing, it seems clear that there is no general pro- 
vision under which a disqualified person sitting and 
voting is liable to penalties. In most cases, the statute 
which creates the disqualification provides a penalty. In 
the Ordinance of 46 Edw. III., however, the only penalty 
imposed is that men of the law then retarned should lose 
their wages. 

Again it was suggested that measures carried by the 
votes of the members supposed to be so disqualified, 
would be invalid. This is clearly not so. In the first 
place there is nothing in the sapposed Act to invalidate 
the vote, but even if it were to be taken as equivalens 
to an enactment that any lawyer returned for a county 
shall not vote, the result would be the same. It might 
be open to a member to move that the vote of the dis- 
qualified person should not be counted, as is done when 
@ member votes upon a question on which he has a 
pecuniary interest (see May’s Parliamentary Practice, 
p. 353 et seg). It is, however, absurd to suppose that the 
validity of a measure would depend upon the qualifica- 
tion or disqualification of the members voting on it, 
when the question of their qualification has not been 
raised in the usual way. The question might be raised 
by an election petition; or a resolution of the House 
declaring the seat vacant might be passed, as in 
the recent case of the Tipperary election, where 
O’Donovan Rossa was elected. If it were open to ques- 
tion a division on this ground, it would be equally open 
to question it on the ground that members voting in the 
majority had been guilty of bribery or the like. 


NATURE OF COPYRIGHT IN MAPS, PLANS, AND 
PANORAMIC VIEWS. 


Everybody no doubt has seen in the shop windows the 
panoramic bird's eye views or plans of the seat of war, or 
other locality of interest for the time being, such as we 
believe were brought out for the first time during the 
Crimean War. We propose to offer a few remarks on 
the law of copyright as it affects this class of subjects. 
It must be admitted that as regards the law of copyright 
in general, we stand in need of a Consolidation Act. 
Some eighteen unrepealed statutes, relating to this 
branch of the law, are collected in Chitty’s Collection of 
Statutes ; bat putting out of the question such of them 
as relate to various branches of copyright with which we 
are nob now concerned, we shall find that there: are two 





ae 





672 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, July 15, 1871, 
— 








series of statutes only relating to the subject of this 
article. Every map, plan, or panoramic view in which 
copyright exists, must possess it either under the series 
of Acts beginning with the 8 Anne, c. 19 (now repealed) 
and represented by the General Copyright Act of 1842, 
(5 & 6 Vict. c. 45), or under the other series of Acts, viz., 
8 Geo, 2, c. 13, 7 Geo. 3, c. 38 and 17 Geo. 3, c. 57. 

The series of statutes, beginning with 8 Anne, c. 19, 
related to books proper, and did not extend to maps. 
Statute 5 & 6 Vict. c, 45, however (s. 3), says that, in the 
construction of the Act, the word “ book” shall be con- 
strued to mean and include “every volume, part or 


division of a volume, pamphlet, sheet of letter press, 


sheet of music, map, chart, or plan separately published,” 
thus, bringing maps separately published into the 
category of publications entitled to literary copyright. 
The other series of statutes, which relate to artistic 
as distinguished from literary copyright, begins with 
8 Geo. 2, c. 18. That Act, which is entitled, “An 
Act for the encouragement of the arts of designing, en- 
graving, and etching, historical and other prints, by 
vesting the properties thereof in the inventors and 
engravers,’ vested the property of historical and other 
prints in the inventor for fourteen years. It was amended, 
and rendered more effectual by the 7 Geo. 8 c. 38, which 
extended the protection of the former Act to “ points of 
any portrait, conversation,* landscape, or architecture, 
map, chart, or plans;” and extended the period of 
protection from fourteen years to twenty-eight years. 
Statute 17 Geo. 3,c. 57, merely enacted that the penalty 
for piracy should be double costs of suit, as well as 
damages. 

It would seem therefore as if the proprietor of any 


map, chart, or plan separately published is entitled to | 


copyright under both series of statutes. Regarded as a 


literary work, his copyright in it should enure, under 5 | 


& 6,;Vict. c. 45, during his life and for seven years after 


his death, or for the term of forty-two years, as the case 


may be, provided always, that he may not maintain an 
action or suit in respect of any infringement of such 


copyright, until he shall have previously registered it | 
A map, | 
chart, or plan, on the other hand, regarded as an artistic , 
work, is entitled under the Acts of Geo. 2 and | 
Geo. 3 to protection for an absolute term of 28 years, | 


in the way prescribed by section 13 of the Act. 


and no registration is required as a condition precedent 
to any action or suit in respect of any judgment 
of the copyright ; though in order to entitle himself to 
the benefit of these latter series of statutes, the proprietor 
must print his name and the day of publication on every 
copy (Bogue v. Houlston, 5 De. Gex. & Sm, 267.) 

In Stannard v. Lee, (19 W. R, 615, L. R. 6 Ch. 346) 
a plea of non-registration was pleaded to a bill, which 
alleged that amap or panoramic view published by the defen- 
dant was an infringement of the plaintifi’s copyright, and 
the question was discussed whether the Acts of Geo. 2 & 
Geo. 3 were not virtually repealed, as regards maps 
separately published, by statutes 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45. The 
Lord Justices allowed the plea on the ground that the 

plaintiff was not entitled to maintain his suit until he 
had registered his map under 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45. 

This decision at first sight, looks very like a decision 
that maps, separately published, are no longer governed 
by the law of artistic works, but by the law of literary 
works. This isas much as to say that the Acts of Geo. 
2 and Geo. 3 are repealed, though not in express terms, 
by the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45. And such we admit that we 
considered the effect of this decision to be (ante p. 557). 
But the decision has since been explained by Vice-Chan- 


cellor Bacon, in Stannard v. Harrison (19 W. R. 811), | 


where his Honour. shows how the plea came to be 
allowed. The reason why the plea was allowed, accord— 
ing to his Honour, was that the Bill alleged that the 
plaintiffs had printed and published “a map,” and having 
thus put the thing published into the category of maps, 





* Painting of a family group. 











the plea that their map had not been registered com. 
pletely met the case. It is true that the word “map” 
occurs in 7 Geo. 3, c. 38 also, but we suppose that, under 
the rule that every allegation is to be taken moat 
against the pleader, the defendant was entitled to 
that the thing which the plaintiff alleged to be a map, 
was a map within 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45, and therefore re. 
quired to be registered. Atall events, we cannot accoun; 
for the decision, unless in this way. It is impossible to 
attach much weight to the reasoning ab inconvenienti 
that, because it is, or may be, inconvenient in practicg 
that taere should be two concurrent: statutes, the earlier 
one of them must be deemed to have been repealed by 
the later ; especially when we find the earlier statute 
recognised by the 15 Vict. c. 12, and the 25 & 26 Vict, 
ce. 68. The failure, therefore, of the suit of Stannard y, 
Lee (putting the merits of the case aside), was owing to 
a slip on the part of the pleader, and to no other cause, 
For, when we come to Stannard v.. Roberts (sup.), where 
the subject matter was nearly same, viz., a bird’s eye 
view or plan of Paris and its fortifications, the Vice- 
Chancellor, on a petition for rehearing, regarded thesubject 
matter as a landscape, and as such within the Acts of Geo, 
2, and Geo. 3, which he would not have done, if it were 
the fact that every map separately published is within 5 
& 6 Vict. c. 45. 

The necessary conclusion therefore is, that a map 
separately published (for semble that a map printed on 
the same sheet as the letter press of a book is comprised 
within its copyright, and is not protected by the Acts of 
Geo. 2, and Geo. 3.) is entitled to protection under either 
series of Acts. If, however, the proprietor wishes to sue 
in respect of an infringement, without having registered, 
he must allege that it is an engraving, or otherwise 
bring it within the Acts of Geo. 2, and Geo. 3, which do 
not require registration, or the plea of non-registration 
will be allowed. We must confess, nevertheless, that the 
decision in Stannard v. Lee, without the Vice-Chencellor’s 
explanation of it in Stannard v. Harrison, would be 
likely to mislead people into the belief that registration 
is essential in the case of every map separately published, 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
LIEN. OF A COMPANY ON ITS MEMBERS SHARES. 
Re General Exchange Bank Ex parte London and Con- 
tinental Bank, L.JJ., 19 W. R. 791. 

It is a usual provision in articles of association 
that the company shall have a lien on the shares 
of its members for monies due from them to the com- 
pany. A lien of shares is the same thing, according 
to both Lords Justices, as an equitable charge on the pro- 
ceeds of the shares,.and accordingly the lien was held 
to extend to monies payable in respect of his shares to a 
shareholder who declined to accept shares in another 
company under an agreement for an amalgamation, but 
elected instead to receive acertain sum as the value of 
his shares, to which sum his lien was accordingly held to 
extend. The point is a new one, though perhaps of not 
much importance; but it may be just worth while to 
note that a provision of this description expresses, not a 
mere right to hold the shares until the money due from 
the shareholder shall have been paid, but an equitable 
charge on the,money for which the shares are sold. 





COMMON LAW. 
PARTNER.—BANKING ACCOUNT. 
Alliance Bank v. Kearsley, 0.P:, 19: W..R. 822. 

The decision in this case was that one partner has no 
right, without the express authority of the other partner, 
to open a banking account in his own name, but for the 
account of the partnership, and that: therefore the other 
partner cannot be sued upon the balance of an account. 
so opened. The circumstances are the: converse of those in 
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Cooke v. Seeley, 2 Ex. 746. There an account had been 
with the defendants by Farquhar alone, but 

with the addition of the letters B. C. C. (Bridgwater Coal 

Company). Cook, who with Farquhar constituted the 
company, joined in suing on the account, and it was held 

he could do so, notwithstanding that his existence was 

previously unknown to the bank. In that case however 

what Farquhar had done was by the authority of 

Cooke, or with his subsequent consent, as was shown by 
his joining in the action, and the only question was 

whether a banking account is not to be held conclusively 
to be made with the person in whose name it is opened, 
and with him only. Inthe present case it was the 
ank who sued, and there was nothing to show any 
authority on the part of the absent and unnamed partner 
to open @ partnership account in the other parties single 
mame, unless such an authority is implied by law from 
the relation of partners. Buteven if such an authority 
were implied, there was nothing in this case to show 
that it was intended to be exercised; for it seems that 
the account was deliberately and knowingly opened by 
the bank in the name of the single partner, without any 
thing to indicate that it was the account of any one 
else than that partner. The only ground which can be 
imagined for the claim is, the old argument long since 
discredited and out of use, that the partnership had the 
benefit of it. But even if this were sufficient to charge 
upon a contract a person who never made it, the fact of 
such benefit was not shown. 


ATTORNEY—POWER TO COMPROMISE. 
Lovegrove v. White, C.P.,19 W. R. 823. | 

This case turns on the embarrassing question of the 
power after judgment of the plaintiff’s attorney in the 
cause. Reading the declaration and the statement of 
facts in the report by the light of the marginal note, it 
appears that the now defendant sued the plaintiff in the 


county court, and recovered judgment by consent, upon 
the terms that execution should not issue for a limited 
period; that afterwards, on the expiration of the limited 
period, the now plaintiff paid to the defendant’s attorney 
the sum of £15, upon his agreeing that execution should 
not issue for the residue until a further date, the 12th of 
August; but that the defendant issued execution before 
the last mentioned day. It was for this alleged breach 
of contract that the plaintiff now sued ; and no evidence 
of express authority from the defendant to his attorney 
to make the agreement being shown, it was held that the 
defendant was not bound by it, and that the action 
therefore could not be maintained. The authorities 
upon the implied power of the attorney in an action after 
judgment is recovered are by no means clear ; scarcely, 
indeed, consistent with themselves, nor consistent with 
the common understanding of mankind. No doubt it is 
commonly supposed (and the belief is supported by the 
dictum of Parke, B., in Beving v. Hulme, 15 W. R. 96) 
that, unless his authority is expressly withdrawn, the at- 
torney is employed to prosecute the action not only to 
judgment, but also to satisfaction, and that he 
has as much power to direct the execution as to compro- 
mise the action ; and with respect to agency in general, 
it ought to be held by law to exist in all cases where 
évery one dealing with its assumed agent would naturally 
‘Suppose it to exist. Early cases however laid down that 
the power of an attorney retained in an action exists 
only up to judgment; and it cannot be said that these 
decisions have ever been overruled. But, as a matter of 
Practice, the attorney is nut only invariably employed to 
obtain satisfaction, but would be expected by his client 
to do so without any further instructions. It matters 
little therefore in practice whetherhis authority is said to 
‘continue or to be renewed ; its renewal, if renewal is 
necessary, will, as was said by Kelly, C.B., in Butler v, 
Knight (L, R. 2 Eq. 109), be easily inferred. But allow- 
ing it to exist, by whatever mode, for the purpose of 


obtaining satisfaction, the authorities are still not clear | 


as to its extent. In Savory v. Chapman(11 A. & E. 829), 
Connop v. Challis (2 Ex. 484)—in actions against sheriffs 
— it was held that the sheriff was not justified in releasing 
a defendant arrested in ca. s¢. upon the authority of the 
plaintiff's attorney, on obtaining payment of part of the 
debt, and a warrant of attorney to enter into judgment 
for the residue. But, on the other hand,in Levi v. 
Abbott (4 Ex. 588), it was held that a sheriff was justified 
in withdrawing from an execution by the attorney’s 
directions; andin Butler v. Knight (UL. R. 2 Ex. 109), it 
was held that the defendant was bound by her 
attorney’s act in accepting a compromise after judg- 
ment, notwithstanding that she had expressly forbid- 
den him to doso; and on that ground she was held en- 
titled to maintain an action against the attorney. In the 
present case, however, it was expressly laid down that an 
attorney employed to obtain satisfaction,has no power on 
payment of part of the debt, to agree to delay execation 
for the residue, although this may be, as it often is, the 
only hope of realizing the fruits of the action. Such a 
doctrine is, to say the least, inconvenient, and makes the 
conduct of business difficult, not only for attorneys, but 
for those against whom they have to take proceedings, 
and must be in the result injurious to their own clients. 
It is to be observed that Butler v. Knight was not cited 
in the argument. It should also be noticed that there 
was considerable doubt as to the employment of the 
attorney, and although this is not relied upon in the 
judgment delivered, it probably had some influence npon 
the mind of the judge who decided the case. 


INDICTMENT—STATUTORY OFFENCE. 
Reg v. Lovibond, Q.B., 19 W. R. ‘753. 

“Nothing at all in this case but what was fully 
settled long before in 2 Hawk. P. C. 211, c. 25, cited in 
this page, and in 2 Hale P. C. 171, cited in p. 544,” was 
the comment appended by the learned editor to the case 
of Rex. v. Wright (1 Burr. 544). But nevertheless the 
same question was raised again in the presentcase. In 
Rex v. Wright a clergyman was indicted for taking lands 
to farm contrary to 21 Hen. 8, c. 13, s.1, which forbids 
such secular employment “ upon pain to forfeit” £10 for 
every month of occupation; and it was determined that 
“where newly created offences are only prohibited by 
the general prohibitory clause of an Act of Parliament 
an indictment will lie; but where there is a prohibitory 
particular clause specifying only particular remedies, 
there such particular remedy must be pursued,” and the 
indictment was accordingly quashed. The same rule 
was also explicitly repeated in Rex. v. Robinson (2 Burr. 
799), where a man was indicted for not obeying an order 
of sessions made upon him for the support of his grand- 
children; but there the indictment was sustained on the 
ground that although a particular method of enforcing 
the order of sessions was provided—namely, distress, yet 
disobedience to an order of sessions was an indictable 
offence at common law, and, moreover, the defendant 
residing beyond the jurisdiction of the sessions, the 
remedy by distress was not available. In the present 
case the defendant was indicted for building in contra- 
vention of the Metropolitan Local Management Amend- 
ment Act (25 & 26 Vict.c. 102), s. 76; and certainly 
in Rex. v. Gregory (5 B. & Ad. 555), an indictment 
was held to lio in similar circumstance under the Act 
then in force (3 Geo. 4, c. 122). But in that case 
there was (to use the words of Ashurst, J., in 
Rex. v. Harris, 4 T. R. 205), “a separate and 
substantive” section prohibiting the building com- 
plained of; and the peculiar remedy was only enacted 
in a distinct section which provided for “the more 
speedy conviction.” Here, however, the whole proceed- 
ing is regulated by a single section, which prohibits the 
building in a certain mode, and then goes on to provide 
what shall be done in the event of an erection of that 
nature being made. Under that section an order might 





have been obtained from a magistrate to pull down what 
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was erected in violation of the statute, and it was held 
that the specific remedy must be pursued, and that an 
indictment would not lie. It could not have been alleged 
here, as in Rex. v. Robinson, that the remedy given was 
fruitless and inapplicable ; but doubtless, if an order for 
demolition had been obtained, and had been resisted by 
the defendant, he might have been indicted on the prin- 
ciple of that case. 





COURTS. 


THE ALBERT LIFE ASSURANCE 
ARBITRATION.* 
(Before Lord Carrns.) 
June 6, 7.—Re The Metropolitan Counties and General Life 
Assurance, Annuity, Loan and Investment Society— 
ere’s case. 
Company— Amalgamation © panies— Winding up—Con- 
tributory—Informality of transfer—Directors holding shares 
in the original company ttpon trust for the amalgamated com- 
pany settled on the list of contributories to the original com- 
pany. 

The M. Insurance Company became amalgamated with the W* 
Insurance Company. After the amalgamation six share- 
holders of the M. Company objected to taking shares in the W. 
Company in lieu of their own shares. Accordingly, their 
shares were purchased by the W. Company, and transferred to 
three gentlemen (who were directors of both companies) as 
trustees upon trust for the W. Company, under the following 
circumstances :—Four of the transfers were ordinary transfers 
of M. shares to these three directors. At meetings of the M. 
Company (at one of which all these three directors were present, 
and at the other, two of them) these transfers were approved of 
and authorised to be registered. The fifth transfer recited that 
the transferor held 272 M. shares, ‘‘ exchanged for” 588 W. 
shares in trust for the M. Company, and purported to transfer 
these 588 W. shares to the three directors, At a meeting of the 
M. Company, held previously to this transfer (at which these 
directors were present) it was resolved that the holder of these 
shares be requested to transfer them. The sixth transfer, in- 
stead of transferring 240 M, shares, purported to transfer 510 
W. shares, not to these three directors by name, but to“ three 
of the directors of the W.Company.”’ At a meeting of the W. 
Company, held previously to this transfer, (at which two of 
these three directors were present) a resolution was passed, that 
the shareholder's offer to sell her shares at an advanced price, 
be refused, and the price originally agreed on be adhered to. 
None of the transfers were executed by any of these directors, 
except one which was executed by two only. On the winding 
up of the to companies, the names of these three directors were 
on the register of the M. Company, in respect of all these M. 
shares. TheM. Company was registered under the 7 & 8 Vict. 
c. 110, and its deed of settlement provided that the board of 
directors should keep a register of shareholders. 

Held, that the names of these three directors must be settled 
on the list of contributories to the M. Company in respect of 
all these M. shares. 

Where an insurance company is registered under the 7 & 8 
Viet. c.110, and its deed of settlement provides that the di- 
rectors shall keep a register of shareholders, and on the wind- 
ing up of the company the names of any directors appear on 
the register, then, if there be no further explanation, the 
register is of itself conclusive as against those directors. 

Frere and Neale (together with Fuller, who was dead at 
the time of the application) were settled on the list of con- 
tributories to the Metropolitan Counties Society in supe 
of 767 shares. This was an application by Frere and Neale 
to'have their namesremoved op the list. 

The Metropolitan was an insurance company, registered 
under the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110. Its deed of settlement con- 
tained the following provisions :— 

Clause 55. “ Wherever the holder for the time being of 
any share or shares in the capital of the said society... . 
shall be desirous of selling or disposing of any five or more 
of such shares, and shall apply to the board of directors to 
purchase the same, it s be lawful for the said board of 
directors, with the consent of the shareholders entitled to 
vote, a8 aforesaid, present at any ordinary or extraordinary 
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general meeting (if they shall think proper so to do, but not 
otherwise) vite or out of the Proprietors’ Fund of the said 
society to purchase at such prices as they shall deem fair- 
and reasonable all or any of the shares which the holder: 
making any such application shall be desirous of selling, 
and that alt such shares as shall at any time hereafter by 
purchased by the board of directors under the power or 
authority hereinbefore contained shall be transferred into. 
the name of the manager or secretary or chief clerk of the 
society, or of such other person or persons as the board of 
directors shall think fit, in trust for the shareholders of the 
said society, and such person or persons shall be indemnified 
out of the funds or property of the society forming the 
Proprietors’ Fund from all liabilities, if any, which he or 
they may incur in consequence of accepting the same.” 

Clause 120. “That the board of directors shall cause 
proper books to be kept, and entries to be made therein of 
all such matters and things discussed, ordered, and trans-. 
acted relative to the affairs, management, and proceedings 
the said society, as are usually written and entered in books: 
for the purposes aforesaid, or any of them kept by assurance 
companies,” &c. . . . . . “And alist of the share- 
holders of the society, and the number of shares held by 
each shareholder, and also a list of the directors and other 
officers thereof.” 

Clause 126. “ That the board of directors shall cause the 
name and place of residence of any and every present and 
future shareholder and member of the soeiety, and the 
shares belonging to every shareholder, and the proper 
number of each share, and the proper number of the policy 
or policies of every member, and the amount of instalments 
paid by every shareholder or shareholders to be entered in 
two books to be kept for that purpose; one of such books 
shall be called the ‘Share Register Book,’ in which the above 
particulars of shareholders shall be entered, and the other of 
such books shall be called the ‘ Policy Member’s Book,’” . - 

Clauses 171 and 172 provided for the dissolution of the 
society. 

In July, 1862, the Metropolitan became amalgamated 
with the Western. At this time, Frere, Fuller, and Neale 
were directors of both companies. These 767 Metropolitan 
shares belonged to six different persons, who objected to 
the amalgamation. Arrangements were accordingly made 
for the transfer of the shares to trustees upon trust for the 
Western. The following were the several transactions :— 
Before the amalgamation Miss Robinson held 240 Metro- 
politan shares. On the 3rd February, 1863, a board meet- 
ing of the Western was held (at which Fuller and :Neale 
were present), and this entry was made in the minutes— 
‘‘An application from Miss Robinson, of &c., for an im- 
proved offer from the society for the purchase of her 519 
shares in the society was laid before the board, when it was 
ordered that the price originally agreed upon should be ad- 
hered to.” Miss Robinson executed a transfer on the 11th 
Feb , 1863, in this form—* I, Anne B. Robinson, of &c., 
in consideration of £519 paid to me by the trustees of the 
Western Society, do hereby, upon obtaining the consent in 
writing of three of the directors of the Western Society, given 
by them at a weekly board of directors, transfer to the said 
trustees all my 519 shares of £5 each in the capital stock or 
fund in the said society, and standing in my name in the 
books of the said society, and all benefits thereto belonging, 
To hold to the said trustees or their successors in office.” 
Another transferor was Mr. Camroux, who held 272 Metro- 
politan shares upon trust for the Metropolitan Society. On 
the 13th January, 1863, there was a board meeting of the 
Metropolitan, at which Frere, Fuller, and Neale were pre- 
sent, and the followin was made in the minutes :— 
“That Mr. Camroux be requested to execute a transfer of 
the shares held in trust by him for the Metropolitan Society 
to Messrs, Fuller, Frere, and Neale, as trustees on behalf of 
the Western Society, in pursuance of the tion,” 
On the same day a board meeting of the Western was held, 
and the minutes contain the following entry :—“ Special 
meeting held by the Western Society; present, I'rere, 
Fuller, aud Neale. Ordered that Mr. Camroux be requested 
to execute a transfer of the shares held in trust by him for 
the Metropolitan Society on behalf of this society in 
accordance with the amalgamation.” Shortly after, G - 
roux executed the following transfer:—“I, F’, F. Oamroux, 
of &c., holding 272 shares in the Metropolitan Society, ex- 
changed for 588 shares in the Wostern Society, in trust for 
the Metropolitan Society, do hereby transfer to H. P. Fuller, 
E. V. Neale, and C. Frere, the said 588 shares standing in 
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my name in the books of the said Western Society, and all 
benefits thereto belonging, to hold to the said Fuller, Neale, 
and Frere, their executors, administrators, and assigns, in 
trust for the said Western Society.” ‘The other four trans- 
fers were fers to Frere, Fuller, and Neale of 29 
Metropolitan shares by Applethwaite, of 5 by Townley, of 
100 by Saunders, and of 130 by Reeve respectively. On the 
o7th of January, 1863, a meeting of the Metropolitan was 
held (at which Fuller and Neale were present, but Frere- 
was not), and Applethwaite’s transfer was approved of and 
ai ised to be registered. Frere, Fuller, and Neale were 
all present at a Metropolitan meeting on the 2\st of July 
1863, when the transfers of Townley, Saunders, and Reeve 
were approved of and authorised to be registered. No one of 
these six transfers was executed by any of the three trans- 
ferees, except Camroux’s, which was executed by Fuller 
and Neale only. 
In 1869 an order was made for winding up the Western, 
and shortly after the Metropolitan was ordered to be wound 
The names of Messrs. Frere, Fuller, and Neale being 
eal on the register of the Metropolitan, they were settled by 
the Vice-Chancellor on the list of contributories. 


Montague Cookson, for Frere and Neale.—These gentlemen’s 
names were used as mere machinery for facilitating the 
tion of the two companies. Frere has made an 

affidavit that he was not aware that his name was being 
used for any such purpose. What was done was to purchase, 
under the 55th clause of the deed of settlement, the shares 
of dissentient shareholders, who on the amalgamation elected 
not to exchange their shares for shares in the Western. In 
order to extinguish the right of these shareholders, it was 
thought fit to go through the form of effecting a transfer 
into the names of trustees in nominal compliance with the 
deed of settlement. The gentlemen, whose names were 
selected for this purpose, were entirely passive in the matter. 
With regard to Miss Robinsonr’s transfer, it is a transfer of 
519 Western shares and we are now put on the list of con- 
tributories in respect of 240 Metropolitan shares. Moreover, 
the shares were transferred not to Frere, Fuller & Neale by 
name, “ but to three of the directors of the Western.” Thisis 
the whole of the legal title of these three gentlemen to those 
shares, which are called shares in the Metropolitan. Nothing 
relating to this transfer is to be found in the minutes of the 
Metropolitan. With regard to Camroux’s transfer, this also 
was a transfer, not of Metropolitan, but of Western shares; 
for the shares which he had in the Metropolitan were ex- 
changed for shares in the Western. [Lord Carens.—I shall 
not trouble you further about Robinson's and Camroux’s 
shares, subject to what I may hear from the other side.] 
With regard to the other 255 shares a distinction ought at 
any rate to be made in Applethwaite’s case, for Frere was 
not present at the meeting of the 27th of January, 1863° 
He also states in his affidavit that he has no recollection of 
any such resolution being passed as that stated in the 
minute of the 21st July, 1863, and that he was no party to 
po such resolution. Moreover, the policyholders are the 
y creditors of the company. They took their policies 
subject tothe deed of settlement. They knew, therefore, 
that that deed contained a provision whereby the shares of 
certain shareholders could be purchased by the directors 
and paid for out of the proprietors’ fund. The shares, hav- 
ing been purchased, became extinguished, guoad the policy- 
holders, They cannot claim to revive them for the purpose 
of increasing the assets of the society. With outside 
creditors, who have no constructive knowledge of the deed 
Set, it might be different ; but there are no outside 


J. Napier Higgins, for the Metropolitan.—The 55th 
clause of the deed of settlement gave the power to purchase 
, but that power is carefull guarded, What was 

done was not even pretended to be Ma. in pursuance of the 
provisions of this clause. It was not a purchase of its own 
shares by the Metropolitan in trust for the shareholders of 
the Metropolitan, But if it had been, and if it had been 
authorised by a general meeting, these gentlemen would, 
under the clause, be shareholders and contributories, sub- 
Ject to being indemnified out of a particular fund. With 
regard to the shares of Applethwaite, Reeves, Saunders, 
and Townley, they were shares of the Metropolitan, as ex- 
— in the transfers, and the minutes of the Metropolitan 
mpany show that these transfers were approved of 


and authorised to be registered. With regard to 


} 2 ‘ . 
Camroux’s and Miss Robinson's shares, there is a 





distinction ; Camroux’s transfer recites the ownership of 
the Metropolitan shares and treats them as identical with 
Western shares, and there is an express transfer to these 
three gentlemen. In Miss Robinson’s transfer there is an 
informality. But Re The International Contract Com- 
pany Langer’s case (16 W. R. Ch. Dig. 55, 37 L. J. Ch. 
292) shows that the question of mere formality of 
transfer is one of no importance. If they had simply 
said, ‘we do not ask you to execute a transfer, it is a 
mere formality, but we will put our names down in the 

lace of yours,” that would be sufficient to bind them. 
The numbers of the shares, as Metropolitan shares are shown 
by the register. The shares all purport on the face of the 
register to have been transf from the several trans- 
ferors. It was the duty of these gentlemen as directors of 
the Metropolitan to keep a register of shareholders. This 
duty was imposed on them by section 49 of the 7 & 8 Vict., 
c. 110. It was also imposed on them by the 120th and 126th 
clauses of their deed of settlement. The regi ought 
therefore to be conclusive as against them. It is not th» 
case of a mere outsider, for these gentlemen were all direc- 
tors of the Metropolitan—three of the most active 
directors—and one was the chairman. Somebody must be 
liable in respect of the shares, and they ought to be, for this, 
if for no other reason, that Camroux and Miss Robinson 
cannot be settled on the list. 

Montague Cookson, in reply —If these gentlemen are to 
be fixed with any liability in respect of Camroux’s and Miss 
Robinson’s shares, it must be either because the register 
is of itself conclusive evidence as against them, or because 
independently of the register they did acts which authorised 
the registration of transfers of Metropolitan shares into 
their names. Now, the register is by no means conclu- 
sive, Reece River Silver Mining Company v. Smith, L. R. 4 
H. L. 64,17 W. &. 1042. It is an admitted principle 
of equity in settling lists of contributories, that you 
should look at the real owner and not the ostensible 
owner, and there are many cases in which registers 
have been rectified by substituting the name of the 
equitable owner for that of the ostensible owner. 
And that is so not only in the case of ordinary share- 
holders, but even in the case of directors, against whom 
everything is construed strictly. Thisis shown by Re The 
Universal Banking Company (Limited), Bartlett's case,17 W. 
R. 131. As to what was done by these gentlemen, if there 
were an antecedent agreement to transfer shares and the 
register were altered by them in accordance therewith, 
then the medium of the transfer might be dispensed with. 
But here what is relied on, is the minute of the 13th of 
January, 1863, which, it is said, must be construed as an 
antecedent request. That however was followed by a 
transfer of shares in a totally different company. Cam- 
roux was originally trustee of 272 Metropolitan shares 
for the Metropolitan. He exchanged them for Western 
shares, Then the Western having absorbed the Metro- 
politan, the equities of the Metropolitan were transferred 
to the Western, and he thereupon became a trustee of 
588 Western shares for the Western. It was these 588 
Western shares which he transferred. As to Miss Robin-. 
son’s shares, if the Western minute of the 3rd of April, 
1863, were to be read asa Metropolitan minute, still it 
was not an antecedent agreement; it was rather the re- 
fusal of an offer. Re Rolling Stock Company of Ir-. md, 
Clack’s case, 14 W. R. 986, was also cited. 

Lord Carrns.-~I do not think that I can do otherwise than 
retain these three gentlemen on the list forall the shares for 
which they have been settled. It was clearly the duty of 
all the directors, especially the duty of these directors, both 
under the clauses of their deed, which have been referred 
to, especially the 120th and the 126th, and also under 
section 49 of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, to keep accurately and 
clearly a register of the shares of the company, stating 
who were the proprietors of shares in the company—the 
legal proprietors of shares—and showing, where there was 
a transfer, how the shares had passed from the name of one 

roprietor into the name of another, These books have 

no kept and these particular shares, the whole of the 
767, are entered by numbers, as having been taken out of 
the names of the six persons who held them, and put into 
the names of the three who are the present applicants, 
There cannot be any doubt or room for equivocation on 
the face of the share register on its production, And i! it 
rested there, if there were nothing more in the case, [ 
could not in the face of their own share register kept by 
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then-selves or under their authority, listen to directors 
who now at this distance of time, say nothing more than 
this, that they were not aware until they received a sum- 
mous from the official liquidator that their names were on 
the share register, But when we look further into the 
matter, it is made more clear. 

With regard tothe transfer from Townley, Appleth- 
waite, Saunders and Reeve of 5, 20, 100, and 130 shares, 
those transfers were all ratified by meetings of the board 
of directors, who took notice that they had been executed, 
and ordered them to be registered,—meetings at which 
one or other of these gentlemen was present, sometimes 
all three and sometimes only two, but meetings held at a 
time when the whole ofthe three were actively engaged 
in carrying on the critical business of the company as it 
stood at that time. 

With regard to the transfer from Camroux, that also 
appears to me to have been distinctly recognised at the 
meeting of the Board on the 13th January, 1863, at which 
Mr. Frere was present, and which was, I repeat in the 
midst of other meetings where all the three gentlemen, 
who were the transferees of the shares, were in the habit 
of attending. At that meeting it was resolved that Cam- 
roux be requested to execute a transfer of the shares held 
in trust by him for the Metropolitan to Fuller, Neale and 
Frere as trustees on behalf of the Western, in persuant of 
theamalgamation. That is of course the plain English of 
the whole transaction. The shares were tobe transferred 
to these three gentlemen as trustees for the Western, and 
the shares that are here contemplated as being shares to 
be transferred are the shares held by Camronux in trust for 
the Metropolitan, which were Metropolitan shares beyond 
alldoubt, Now, pausing there, I may say that I do not 
think any irregularity or informality in the transfer itself 
is of the least importance. Whoever is answerable for the 
ir formality, what we have is the request to transfer the 
particular shares. We have the share register altered 
accordingly, and the shares identified by numbers in a way 
which leaves no room for mistake, and shown to be passed 
from the name of the person who held them into the name 
of three transferees mentioned. 

With regard to Miss Robinson, there is an irregularity 
on the face of the transfer of her shares, but the identity of 
the shares is clearly traced by the numbers on the register, 
and the register shows them also to be transferred out of 
the name of Miss Robinson into the names of Frere, Fuller 
and Neale. Now if Miss Robinson’s case had stood alone, 
all I can say is that perhaps it would have been necessary 
to have some further inquiry in order to throw some light 
on the transactions, but when we find the entry with regard 
to Miss Robinson’s shares in the minutes of a meeting of 
the Western, at which Neale was present, one sees exactly 
that her case was just the same as the case of all the 
others; she was a person who was refusing her assent to 
the amalgamation, she was selling those shares, which so 
long as they remained in her name stood in the way of 
the amalgamation being carried out, was selling them for 
@ price to the company : with a view and an intention that 
they should be transferred into the names of trustees, so 
that there might no longer be an impediment in the way 
of the amalgamation. It is quite clear that that was the 
fact in Mies Robinson’s case just as in the others, and her 
case in substance stands on the same footing as the others. 

It is a sad thing to think that three gentlemen, who 
have,no beneficial interest, should do so rash a thing 
as to A‘low 767 shares to be put into their names with 
all the consequent liabilities, they merely standing as 
trustees for one or other of the companies on this amalgama- 
mation, Still that was a matter, which it was for them 
tojudge of. ‘They have done it, and, whatever conse- 
quences follow from it, they must take. It is not for me 
now to consider what the consequences will be, nor what 
counter rights they will have for indemnity, ‘Those are 
questions, which may require consideration hereafter; all 
i have to do at present is to say that their names must be 
retained on the list I cannot give the applicants any 
CORE, 

solicitors, Frere, Cholmeley, Forster & Frere ; Rowland 
M iller, 





An Australian police magistrate lately fined a person for 
“looking impertinently at the bench and bursting into 
suppres’ laughter.” 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joserx Mason Moore, solicitor, of South Shields, in 
the county of Durham, has been appointed Town Clerk of 
that borough, in succession to the late Mr. Thomas Salmon, 
Mr. Moore was admitted in 1859, and is a member of the 
local firm of Maxwell & Moore. He also holds the appoint- 
ment of Clerk to the Justices for the county of Durham, 
acting in East Chester Ward. For several years he has 
been an alderman of South Shields, and was last year elected 
mayor of the borough, which office he resigned, with his 


-aldermanic gown, on becoming a candidate for the town 


clerkship when it became vacant by the death of Mr. 
Salmon, The special committee of the South Shields Town 
Council appointed to consider the duties of the town clerk 
has recommended that the town clerk should hold no public 
office, or act as legal adviser to any body, where that would be 
likely to interfere with his duties as town clerk, and that 
the salary of the office be fixed at £300 per annum. These 
recommendations have been adopted by the Town Council. 

Mr. Cartes Witiu1am Garrop, of Wells, Somerset, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in 
Chancery. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


July 7.—The New Law Courts (Additional Site) Bill 
passed through Committee. 


July 10—New Law Courts (Additional Site) Bil.— 
Report of amendments brought up and agreed to. 

Factories and Workshops Act Amendment Bill.—The Earl of 
Morley moved the second reading. By the Act of 1867 the 
inspection of all places where people worked not inspected 
by the Government inspectors was handed over to the local 
authorities. The latter, however, having failed to enforce 
the provisions of the Act, it had become necessary to trans- 
fer the power so held by the local authorities to the Govern- 
ment inspectors. The object of the Bill was to transfer 
the power of the local authorities to the factory inspectors. 
By a slight addition to the staff of the Factories Office it 
was thought that the whole ground now occupied partly by 
the local authorities and partly by the inspectors would be 
covered by that one office, and that the Acts would be 
enforced throughout England.—The Marquis of Salisbury 
said that this measure could not get through the other 
House this Session, and hoped Earl Morley would employ 
the recess in reconstructing the Bill in a more Selo 
shape.—The Earl of Morley would be glad if the state of 
business next year permitted the introduction of a con- 
solidating and amending Act in regard to factories and 
workshops. The present Bill was necessary to remove @ 
great flaw in the working of their legislation on that 
subject.—The Bill was read the second time. 

the Ecclesiastical Titles Act Repeal Bill was read the 
second time. 


July 11.—The Union of Benefices Act Amendment Bill 
was read a second time. 

The Ecclesiastical Titles Act Repeal Bill passed through 
Committee. 

The Burial Grounds Bill was read a third time and 
passed. 

The Life Assurance Companies’ Act (1870) Amendment Bill 
was read a third time and passed, 

The Clerk of the Peace Bill (Lancaster) was read a second 
time, Lord Dufferin explaining that its object was to make 
the office tenable in Lancashire, as in all other counties, 
during good behaviour, but that it would not be applicable 
to the present occupant. 

The New Law Courts (Additional Site) Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 


July 13.~—The Army Regulation Bill.—Lord Northbrook 
iaovel the second reading, and after a protracted discussion 
the debate was adjourned, on the motion of the Duke of 
Cambridge. 

The Union of Benefices Act Amendment Bill was read a 
third time and passed, 

The Ecclesiastical Titles Act Repeal Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

The Factories and Workshops Act Amendment Bill passed 
through Committee, 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


July 7.—The Parliamentary and Municipal Elections 
(Ballot) Bit.—Adjourned committee.—Clause 2 (Nomina- 
tions). An amendment by Mr. Bentinck, restricting the new 
mode of nomination to municipal elections, was supported 
by Mr. Charley, Mr. Beresford Hope, and Mr. J. G. Talbot, 
and opposed by Mr. Staveley Hill, Mr. Gregory, and Mr. 
Forster, and afterwards withdrawn.—Mr. H. James then 

posed to confine the clause to Parliamentary elections ; 
Mr Goldney, Mr. Walpole, and Mr. J. Lowther opposed; 
Mr. Forster would accept the amendments thinking the 
clause too strict for municipal elections. Un the question 


being put the chairman declared the amendment lost, and ! 


there being some dispute about challenging the decision, 
Mr. James said he should renew his motion on the report.— 
Colonel Beresford carried an amendment altering the polling 
time from 10 to 5 instead of 1 to 5, and Mr. Goldney one re- 
quiring the returning-officer to give notice of the poll-day. 
—The discussion on the abolition of nomination days was 
revived by Mr. V. Harcourt on an amendment proposed by 
Mr. Fowler to omit the sub-sections regulating the proce- 
dure. Supported by Sir E. Colebrooke and Sir H. Verney, 
he urged the Government to consider whether, along with 
the abolition of show of hands, some means might not still 
be devised of bringing candidates and electors publicly and 
formally face to face.—Mr. Henley, Sir F. Heygate, Mr. J. 
Hardy, and Mr. N. Hodgson also urged the advantages of 
publicity, and of nominations as opportunities for electors 
to express their political opinions.—Mr. Walter said secret 
voting and public nominations could not co-exist ; and Mr. 
Forster thought the show of hands, which was the cause of 
riot, could not be prevented if there was anything like a 
public nomination. On a division the abolition of public 
nominations was again affirmed by the rejection of Mr. 
Fowler's proposal by 236 to 95.—An amendment by Mr. 
Charley, reqairing the candidate’s counter-signature to the 
nomination, was rejected by 198 to 113.—Mr. Cross carried, 
without division, an amendment requiring, in the election 
of common councilmen, the signatures of only five electors 
to the nomination paper.—A discussion ensued on the details 
of the nominations, and the debate was adjourned. 


July 10.—TZhe Middlesex Registry.—In answer to Mr, 
Cubitt, the Attorney-General said there would be some 
difficulty in making an arrangement with the two registrars 
of deeds for Middlesex, to the effect that they would not in 
the event of the abolition of their offices claim compensation 
in respect of the additional fees received by them, owing to 
the vacancy of the third registrarship. He had communicajed 
with one of the registrars, who said he had no intention to 
claim any such compensation, and he was of opinion that 
neither of them had the shadow of a claim to it. 

Can Lawyers sit as County Members P—Mr. Tomline 
asked the speaker whether it was within his knowledge that 
certain members sat and voted in that House as Knights of 
the Shire, though expressly disqualified by the clear words 
ofan Act of Parliament. The Prime Minister stated the 
other night that the revised statutes published in two 
volumes last year were now binding as the statute law of 
the land. The words of the statute were that no men of 
the law following business in the King’s Courts should be 
returned or accepted as Knights of tho Shire, and it was by 
that statute alone that Sheriffs wero forbidden to represent 
counties during their year of office. From the day of its 
enactment to the present time that statute was valid ; and 
the gg he now raised was not merely a question of 
privilege, but one affecting the legislation for the nation, A 
short time ago an important motion relating to burdens im- 
posed on, counties was defeated by a majority of only two, and 
Itmight be seen that its rejection was carried by the votes 
of men who were not entitled by law to give votes in that 
House, He would finish with a motion, which would en- 
able the law officers of the Crown to address the House on 
the subject, and he begged to put to the speaker the ques- 
tion he had alread explained. Hoe moved that all business 
be suspended until it was ascertained whether any gentle- 
men sat in that Houso as Knights of the Shire, who were 
expressly forbidden to do so by the vlear words of an Act of 

tliament,—The Speaker said that that motion required 
notioe, but the hon, member could make the formal motion that 
© House adjourn.—Mr. Tomlino accordingly moved that tho 
House adjourn,—Tho Speaker suid that with respect to the 
question put to him he should have beon glad if the hon, 
member had previously informed him of it, though hedid not 


: know that at any time it would be a proper question to address 
| tohim. It was rather a question of law, and might have been 
' addressed to Lord Brougham when he represented York- 
shire, or to Sir J. Rolt, when he sat for the county of 
Gloucester. Therefore the practice did not run in conformity 
with the ancient statute of Edward III., to which he re- 
ferred.—Mr. Gladstone suggested that Mr. Tomline should 
communicate with the law officers, who would enter into the 
subject with him ; and it would then be open to him to take 
any course he thought proper. If the point raised was one 

of sufficient importance, perhaps the most convenient mode 
of disposing of it would be to refer it to a committee.—Mr. 
Bentinck thought this answer altogether eT a The 
statement was that at the present moment a considerable 
number of hon. gentlemen had seats in that House who 
were disqualified by Act of Parliament. Now, if the fact 
was 80, every vote given and every measure passed was in- 
validated.—Sir. F. Goldsmid rose to order. He wished to 
know whether it was competent for any one to question the 
seat of a member of that House except before an election 
committee or an election judge—The Speaker did not 
understand that the hon. member was questioning the seat 
of any one, but was stating that in his view it was incon- 
sistent with an Act of Parliament that certain members 
should sit and vote.—Mr. Bentinck repeated that Mr. 
Tomline having distinctly, by Act of Parliament, impugned 
the right of certain members to occupy seats in that House, 
every vote come to and every Act passed was at once invali- 
dated ; and in what condition would they find themselves if 
after legislating on grave and important questions, it should 
be discovered that the divisions taken were nugatory, null 
and void, from the fact that those who took part in the 
majority were not qualified to vote. Mr. Gladstone sugges- 
ted that this was a question to refer to the law officers of 
the Crown; but it was one of those exceptional cases in 
which the wording of the Act was so clear as not to require 
the astuteness of a legal mind to understandit ; the Act bore 
date 1372, and he apprehended it made no difference whether 
an unrepealed statute was dated 1372 or 1870. The words of 
the Act were very exact and clear. Therefore they ought not 
to proceed to public business of any kind till it was settled 
who had and who had not a right to sit in that House.— 
Sir G. Grey thought the words read, did not make the vote 
of the member absolutely void in case he belonged to the 
profession of the law. They merely made it a disqualifica- 
tion of the member on being returned. Not long since it 
was necessary for a county member to have a qualification 
in land of £600, and for a borough member of 3300 a year, 
but no one ever maintained that those qualifications should 
not be parted with, having been required for the express 
purpose of the election ; and no one ever pretended that the 
votes of such as had parted with them could be questioned, 
or their seats challenged, having been returned, and not pe- 
titioned against. If the Act were still in force he would 
advise that the next gentleman of the long robe, who was 
returned for a county, should be petitioned against, and the 
question would be tried in the only way in which it could 
be tried—by reference to an election judge. He could not 
state offhand whether the statutory disqualification had been 
repealed, but he must say that to challenge the votes of 
members now sitting, who had not been petitioned against 
within the time allowed by law, was against both the letter 
and spirit of the law.—Mr. Newdegate wished to know 
whether heavy penalties were not incurred by those sitting 
and voting under a statutory disqualification.—The Attorney- 
General said, no one was liable to penalties for sitting or 
voting in Parliament, unless those penalties were prescribed 
by some Act, and he was not aware that this Act prescribed 
any penalties, With respect to the alleged disqualification, 
he saw three members of the legal profession who sat for 
counties, and he might also set their minds at rest by stat- 
ing, that seats could only be questioned on the ground of 
disqualification before an election committee or an election 
judge. He would not without notice undertake to say whe- 
ther the Act in question had been repealed or not ; but this 
he would say, it was obsolete and ought to be repealed. 

Lord Coke, no mean authority on the common law, sat for » 

county, and if that was so the statute was obsolete in his 

time. From that time to this there had been innumerable 

instances of barristers sitting for counties. There was the 

case of Lord Brougham, mentioned by the Speaker; he 
might also mention the case of Sir John Rolt, the Attorney- 

General to Lord Derby's Government ; Sir Fitarey Kell,, 

and the Solicitor-General for the late Government, who now 
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represented a county. There was no necessity for referring 
this rove to ry yrogg fi omen ee 
nor re » ought to re , and the sooner 
the battens” Tomline - insisted that the words 
of the Act were too clear to admit of any question or 
doubt. He should certainly press his motion for adjourn- 
ment to a division, and he was curious to observe how the 
lawyers, ‘‘ following business in the Queen’s Courts” would 
vote on the occasion.—The motion was negatived by 236 to 
13. 

The Parliamentary and Municipal Elections (Ballot) Biil. 
Adjourned Committee.—Clause 2 (Nominations) resumed.— 
Mr. Forster announced his willingness to dispense with the 
presence of the ten subscribing electors and require only 
the candidate, proposer, and seconder. Further, to prevent 
sham candidacies, he was willing to require a deposit of 
caution money by the candidate, to be returned on —* 
stated number of votes. This gave rise to an intricate dis- 
cussion, and Mr. Forster consented at one time to omit every 
restriction on the attendance at nominations ; but that being 
objected to, it was finally that no one’s presence 
shall be necessary save the candidates, proposers and 
seconders, and such persons as the returning officer shall 
require for his own assistance: immediate notice to be given 
to the electors of the candidates pro —The sub-section 
under which a proposer and seconder can withdraw a can- 
didate was withdrawn, and also that regulating the number 
ot days between nomination and poll.—A proposal from Mr. 
Hunt and Sir M. Beach for giving in counties a polling 
place within two miles to each voter was supported by Mr. 
Welby, Mr. S. Cave, Sir F. Heygate, Mr. Cross, and Mr. 
Downing.—Mr. Forster admitted the advantage of multi- 
p'ying polling places, but thought the matter would be best 
dvalt with in amending the Registration Act. Being 
prvssed, however, by Col. W. Patten and Mr. Disraeli, he 
promised to try to deal with it in the present bill. 
—lause 2 was then agreed to.—Clause 3, (Secret 
Voting.) A proposal by Mr. Bourke to postpone this 
cianse having been opposed by Mr. Forster and 
2egatived by 210 to 134—Mr. Walter proposed an 
amendment intended to limit the Ballot for the present to 
boroughs. Admitting that household suftrage in boroughs 
rendered secret voting necessary, he would not extend 
to the £10 householders in counties the same irresponsible 
power.—Mr. Forster opposed the amendment ; it might be 
said that the counties needed secret voting as much as 
boroughs.—Mr. B. Hope supported theamendment, because 
it gave less of the Ballot. A discussion then ensued, in the 
-ourse of which Mr. Stopford Sackville urged that the 
counties did not need secret voting. —Col. Bartellot and 
Mr. Corrance on behalf of the counties objected to be 
governed by the secret voting of the seeds gn Mr. Lid- 
deli and Mr. Collins, on behalf of the boroughs, objected 
to bearing unaccompanied the degrading stigma of the 
Ballot,—and Mr. Grove testified to the county voters’ need 
of Ballot protection. The amendment was negatived by 
24) to 142, ard the Committee adjourned. 

The Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment Pill was read a 
second time. 

Sunday Observance Law Amendment Bill_—Mr. Bruce 
introduced a Bill to amend the law with respect to pro- 
secutions for offences against the Act 20, Charles IL., 
cap, 7, entitled “An Act for the better observance 
of the Lord’s Day, commonly called Sunday.” After 
@ careful consideration of the matter he had resolved 
to vest the prosecutions in the hands of the police. 

July 11.—Parliamentary and Municipal Elections (Ballot) 
Bill. Adjourned Committee.—Clause 3 (Secret Voting) — 
Sir C. Dilke, for the benefit of the working classes, moved 
to ext nd the hours of polling from 4 to8 p.m. This was 
oppose’ by Mr. G. Bentinck, Colonel Barttelot, Mr. Scour- 
field, suc J. Elphinstone, Mr. Beresford Hope, and Mr, 
Forster, urging that to carry on the poll after dark would 
give greater facilities for bribery, personation, and riot; 
while Mr. Dixon, Mr. Melly, Mr. M’ Laren, Mr. C. Bentinck, 
and others, argued that the present arrangement virtually 
disfranchised working men, who could only vote by sacritic- 
ing a day's wages.—Mr. Forster thought, at any rate, it 
would be better to take the experience of one generai 
ection belore making the change-—Sir G. Grey said that 
larze employers of labour now generally gave their men 
lexve of almence to go to the poll, and the only result of the 
chinge might be procrastination and late voting.—Mr. H, 
Janes alo thought the disadvantage would outbalance any 


he Act, if 


gain, particularly because to close the poll so late would 
leave a whole night of uncertainty and excitement about the 
result.—Mr. Newdegate would settle the difficult by im- 
posing a penalty on any employer who threw 0 es in the 
way of his workmen voting, and by keeping the poll oj 
The amendment was Nees by 239 to 60.—A prt 
proposal by Sir J. gry to open the poll at 
6 a.m., was negatived by 324 to 57, and a second 
Mr. Hermon, to keep it open until 6 p.m., by 309 to 66, 
—Mr Cross then moved that the votes be taken as at 
present, but the state of the poll not made known duri 
|. polling hours.—Mr. G. Gregory and Colcnel Barttelot sail 
this would meet all the evils of bribery and intimidation.— 
Mr. Forster said such a proposal was misplaced in a Ballot 
Bill, and urged the difficulties of enforcing the prohibition. 
Negatived by 234 to 158.—Mr. Lowther next proceeded to 
explain an elaborate voting-paper scheme which he pro- 
posed to substitute for the ot, but before his speech was 
concluded the morning sitting came to an end, and the de. 
bate was adjourned. 


Proposed School of Law.—Sir Roundell Palmer moved a 
resolution in favour of the establishment of a general School 
of Law in London. He remarked that the high attainments 
of some of those who had belonged to the legal profession as 
weli as the important duties they so well discharged would 
naturally lead to the supposition that the system which had 
produced such men was in itself of an excellent kind; but the 
general opinion, on the contrary, was to the effect that this 
matter had long been in a most unsatisfactory state, 
Ages ago men spoke of the Inns of Court as a legal univer- 
sity ; but the system of study fell into decay ; and within 
the recollection of those now living it was no untrue de- 
scription of English law studies to say that they had been 
unsystematic, unscientific, desultory, and empyrical, 
Usually after picking up some elementary knowledge in 
chambers, the student learnt his business by practising at 
the Bar, without having had any broad, solid, or scientific 
foundation. This was a matter which concerned, not only 
practitioners, but the publie. The less eminent members of 
the profession would do their work better if they were better 
prepared forit. The want of a broad and scientific foundation 
was felt in our crude and undigested legislation, which as 
yet showed no tendency towards amendment, and our judi- 
cature suffered with the multiplication of judges through 
divergency of views creating confusion in the administration 
of the law. The many public offices open to barristers ren- 
dered it desirable that the class should attain to a certain 
standard of legal qualification; it was not less im- 
portant to the public interests that magistrates, paid and 
unpaid, should possess legal knowledye ; even merchants 
would find it useful and valuable to attend a school of 
law ; and as this was the centre from which law radiated 
to other regions, particularly to our colonies and the East 
Indies, it was additionally important we should do our best 
to secure the due qualification of those who went out as 
judges, magistrates, and barristers. The report of the 
Select Committee of 1846 was, with very little qualification, 
applicable to the present state of things, and it condemned 
our legal education as inferior to that of most of the civi- 
lised States of Europe. Tv show that this was a matter of 
Imperial concern he quoted a letter he had received from 
an eminent Indian judge, Mr. Justice Markby, who asked 
whether the natives of India who came here to study law 
found what they had a right to expect ; and he then pointed 
out that the committee of 1846 saw that it was inexpedient 
to draw a line of demarcation, in the early stage of legal 
education, between barristers und solicitors. That report 
was not | pone of any immediate results, but tae 
subject did not go entirely to sleep, and in 1851 the Inns of 
Court bestirred themselves, and began that system of assist- 
ance to legal education which was still in operation. In 
1855 a Royal Commission was appointed, and the commis- 
sioners stated that they deemed it advisable that a prelimi- 
nary inquiry should be held for admission to the Inns of 
Court with respect to persons who had not taken a Uni- 
vorsity degree; that the passing of an examination shonld be 
requisite before being called to the bar, and that the four 
Inns of Courts should be united for the purpose of carrying 
out these examinations and conferring degrees. At present 
anyone might be admitted to the bar without any ph ite 


test to ascertain the amount of his legal knowledge. The 
absence of a compulsory test of proficiency had been fatal of 
the efficiency of the present system, and in this state to 





things a body of gentlemen determined that it should not be 
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their fault ifmore was not done,and accordingly last year many 
members of the bar, together with attorneys and solicitors, 
who took an interest in the matter, united themselves into 
an association, called the Legal Education Association, and 
put forward proposals for a general course of study and 
examinations for all the branches of the eel profession, to 
be under the management and responsibility of a legal 
University to be incorporated in London. This body of 

men desired to render the passing of certain examina- 


Majesty that if it shall appear to her Majesty to be expe- 
dient to provide by such Charter that, after the time when 
such General School shall be fully established, no 

shall be admitted to practise in any branch of the legal 
profession either at or below the bar, or asan attorney or 
solicitor in England, without a certificate of proficiency in 
the study of the law, ted after proper examinations by 
such General School of Law, this House will be prepared to 
in such legislation as may be requisite to enable her 





tions afnecessary prelimi to practise at the bar, and it 
was their intention that facilities should be offered to all 
students to enter the proposed University, whether they 
intended to follow the law or not as a profession. It was 
their wish that this object should be carried out in co-oper- 
ation with the Universities, the Inns of Court, and the 
different law societies throughont the kingdom. Both the 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridge accordingly appointed 
committees with a view to co-operate with this association ; 
and the University of London had by its constituted 
authorities expressed a pose approval of the principles of 
the association, thoug objecting to so much of the 
proposals as had for their object the constituting of the new 
body strictly and technically into a university, with 
powers to give degrees. In consequence of that objee- 
tion he omitted the word “university” from his 
motion. With respect to the University of Edinburgh he 
had also received a communication, which showed that 
the authorities of that institution favourably regarded the 
probable working of the plan. Of those who had given 
their general approval to the scheme he might mention the 
Lord Chancellor and eleven of the judges, Sir W. Erle, 
Sir John Taylor Coleridge, and Sir Joseph Napier, for- 
merly Lord Chancellor of Ireland. With ita 083 to its 
reception from the different Ris gee of the profession, the 
Incorporated Law Society a resolution ap- 

oving generally the proposal. ‘The Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association, and the incorporated law 
societies in other parts of the United Kingdom, had 
also declared a similar adhesion. The Inns of Court 
had appointed committees to meet together and confer 
on the subject, and they adopted resolutions ad- 


vancing a very important way in the direction in which he 


wished to move.  Gray’s-inn the Middle Temple, the 
Inner Temple, and Lincoln’s-inn—all declared their ad- 
herence to the principle substantially that there should be 
a general school of law—one united body, with control over 
the subject, and that there should be an efficient examina- 
tion before any one was admitted to practise at the bar. 
But the Inner Temple and Lincoln’s-inn wished to keep the 
education of the bar entirely separate, and to retain the 
whole power over edueation they now possessed in the 
hands of the Inns of Court. Now, he could not agree 
to this. The Inns of Court had no pretence whatever to 
claim the exclusive control or management of the system. 
They had no representative character. They did not even 





represent the bar. Besides, they aimed at objects much 
too exclusively professional, The association of students of 
different branches of the profession, so far from being an evil, 
would, in his opinion, in many respects, tend to the posi- | 
tive advantage of both. If the House concurred in the 

proposals he had to make, the suc «s which had attended 

the establishment of the London University might be taken | 
asa happy augury for the future success of the scheme, 
which, if carried out in no narrow, invidious, or sectarian | 


spirit, could not fail to confer immense benefit upon a pro- | 


fession to which he as much as anyone was deeply attached. 
He concluded by moving the following resolutions :— 

“1, That, in the opinion of this House, it is desirable 
that a General School of Law should be established in the 
metropolis, in the government of which the different 
branches of the legal profession in England may be suitably 
represented ; and that, after the establishment thereot, no 
—_ should be admitted to practise in any branch of the 
egal profession, either at or below the bar, or as an attorney 
or solicitor in England, without a certificate of proficiency 
in the study of law, granted after proper examinations by 
such General School of Law. 

“2. That an humble address be presented to her Majesty 
praying that her Majesty may be graciously pleased to take 





to consideration the expediency of establishing and inoor- 
geetrs under her Majesty's Royal Charter a General 
ool of Law in the metropolis, in the government of 
which the different branches of the legal profession in 


England, may be suitably reprisented, and assuring hey | - 


Majesty so to do.—Mr. O. Morgan seconded the motion.— 
On the motion of Mr. Jessel, the debate was then adjourned. 

The Municipal Corporation Acts Amendment Bill was read 
a second time. 


July 12.—Habitual Drunkards Bill—Mr. Dalrymple 
moved the second reading of his bill, which provided for 
the enforced seclusion for a period of twelve months of 
habitual drunkards, either by their own voluntary action, 
by the intervention of families, or by a magistrate’s com- 
mittal in cases where a man has been convicted of drunken- 
ness or some offence arising out of it three times within six 
months.—The bill was ultimately withdrawn, on the un- 
derstanding that a select committee should be appointed 
next session. 

The Parliamentary and Municipal Elections (Ballot) 
Bill.—Adjourned committee.—Clause 3 (Secret Voting).— 
Mr. Lowther moved an amendment introducing his 
scheme for voting-papers. After a lengthy and acri- 
monious debate the amendment was negatived by 253 
to 166.—Mr. Leatham then moved to substitute per- 
forated cards for the Ballot papers prescribed by: the bill.— 
Mr. Forster said it was inexpedient to provide such details 
as these by the bill. It would be better to wait for the ex- 

ience of an election or two. Moreover, “ paper” would 
include “ cards.’’ On a division ‘* paper’’ was preferred to 
‘*cards”’ by 175 to 166.—Debate adjourned. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

On Tuesday, the 4th July, 1871, was held the annual 
meeting of this society, Mr. Gordon, in the chair. The 
officers of the society for the ensuing session were elected, 
and the following being the annual report of the committee, 
was submitted and adopted :— 

To the Law Students’ Debating Society. 

Gentlemen,—We have the pleasure to lay before you our 
report of the proceedings of the society during the session 
which is about to close. 

The session has comprised thirty-three meetings, at which 
twenty legal, and ten jurisprudential questions have been 
discussed, the remaining meetings having been devoted to the 
general business of the society, with the exception of one 
meeting, which was adjourned without any discussion. 

The average length of the debates has been 1 hour and 45 
minutes. The average number of members attending the 
debates throughout the session has been 23, the largest 
number present at any debate having been 34, and the 
smallest number 14. The average number of speakers has 
been 7, and of*voters 10, of whom on an average 8 voted in 


| person, and 2 in the register of votes. 


During the past year 36 new members have been elected, 
and 8 gentlemen have ceased to be members by resignation. 


| The committee have to announce in addition that 28 mem- 


bers have been struck off the roll during the session, pur- 
suant to rule 8. 

There are now on the roll of the society 159 members. 

During the session the committee have held 8 meetings, 
and have had under their consideration 45 legal questions, of 
which 22 have been approved for debate. 

Mr. Wm. Appleton having resigned the office of Secretary 
on the 8th November last, Mr. Sidney Chapman was elect 
in his stead. 

Several motions having in view alterations in the rules, 
have been brought before the society, but they have resulted 
in one alteration only, viz., the extension of rule 6 by the 
imposition of a tine of 2s. 6d, on members failing to appear 
in support of motions of which they have given notice. 

The committee have much pleasure in announcing that 
the following members have obtained honorary distinction 
at the final examinations by the Incorporated Law Society: 
Mr, A. W. Rooke, who was awanled the prize of the 
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Honourable Society of Clifford’s Inn, at the examination in 
Hilary Term, 1871, Mr. A. Gough Harvie, and Mr. 8. W. 
Page, who gained the commendation of the examiners in 
aie Term, 1870. je raatundiniy Os 
t is gratifying to observe that notwithstandi e strict 
itnecnen: during the past session of rule 8, to which re- 
ference has been made, the number of members now on the 
roll affords matter for congratulation, and attests the con- 
tinued prosperity of the society. 
We are, Gentlemen, your obedient servants, 
Lestrz Hunter; Epcar C. Harvis; 
Percy Gorpon; Tsom R. Har- 
GREAvEs; R. F. Avstmx; J. S. 
Hepsvrn, Treasurer; Smnry CHap- 
man, Secretary. 








COURT PAPERS. 


GENERAL RULES. 


Made in pursuance of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 32 & 33 
Vict. c. 71, 
It is ordered as follows, that is to say :— 

1. The general rules in Bankruptcy made on the Ist day 
of January, 1870, may be cited for all purposes as “ The 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1870,”and these rules as *‘The Bankruptcy 
Rules, 1871,” and such rules shall be read and construed 
together. 

Receiver. 

2. Where a receiver or manager of the property or business 
of a bankrupt shall have been appointed, he shall, upon the 
appointment of a trustee, deliver to such trustee all money 
and property which may have come to his hands, unless the 
Court shall otherwise order. 

3. A receiver or manager, in cases either of bankruptcy or 
liquidation, shall not have any lien whatever for his remu- 
neration on any money or property which may have come 
into his hands. 

Costs 

4. All bills and charges of attorneys, receivers, managers, 
accountants, auctioneers, brokers, and other persons not 
being trustees, in matters of bankruptcy, shall be taxed by 
the proper officer of the Court and no payments in ct 
of such bills or charges shall be allowed by the Comptroller, 
in the accounts of a trustee, without due proof of such taxa- 
tion having been made. The taxing officer shall satisfy 
himself that the employment of a solicitor has been duly 
authorised by section 29 of the Act. 

5. All bills and charges of attorneys, receivers, managers, 
accountants, auctioneers, brokers, and other persons not 
being trustees, in matters of liquidation, shall be taxed by 
the proper officer of the Court, and no payments in respect 
of such bills or charges shall be allowed in the accounts of a 
trustee without due proof of such taxation having been made. 
No payment shall be allowed in respect of the remuneration 
of a trustee in liquidation, exeept on the allocatur of the 
taxing officer, as being in accordance with the determination 
of the creditors thereon. 

6. Where in bankruptcy or liquidation a receiver or 





manager is continued as trustee, the remuneration of trus- 
tee at the rate determined on shall commence as from the 
date of his appointment as receiver or manager, and shall be | 
amemend accordingly; and no other than the aforesaid re- | 
ranneration shall be made to the trustee for his services as | 
receiver OF Inanager. 
7. Where the receiver or manager is not continued as | 
trustce, or is continued as trustee but without remune- | 
ration, he shall be allowed ont of the estate such sum for his 
services am teceiver or manager as the taxing officer of the 
Coart shall, having regard to the views of the trustee, and | 
commmnitice of inspection (if any) thereon, think fit. 
+, Where any costs in bankraptcy or liquidation are | 
“l subsequent to these rules, and the proveable debts 
5 not exceed £750, or the estimated assets do | 


A the dakton 
not ence £00), alower scale of attorneys’ costs shall be 
alloweA, namely, three-fifths of the charges ordinarily allowed, 


éisharscments being added. If in error any charges have 
enn aowed or paid on the higher scale, and the proveable | 
deta hall alterwaria be aacertained not to exceed £750, or 
the gross procemla of the asacts not to exceed £200, the 
exces thash be Haaliowel, and if paid shall be repaid to the 
tenates 


‘ upon the Bank of EB 


Accounts, 

9. Where the Comptroller in Bankruptcy shall report to 
a county-court the failure of a trustee to comply with any 
requisition which may have been made on him by the 
Comptroller under the provisions of section 57 of the Act, 
the registrar of the Court shall appoint a day for the trustee 
to attend the Court, four days notice whereof, according to 
the form in the schedule, shall be sent by post or otherwise 
by the registrar to the trustee, together with a copy of the 
Comptroller's bs te which copy shall be foriardad. by the 
Comptroller to the Court with the original report. 

10. Where a registrar of a county-court having jurisdic. 
tion in Bankruptcy acts as a trustee, the word ‘‘ Court” in 
sub-section 17 of section 83 shall mean the judge of such 
Court, and shall not include the registrar acting as judge 
under powers delegated by the judge. 

. The registrars shall in all cases of bankruptcy forward 
to the Comptroller an office copy of the minutes of proceed- 
ings at first meeting of creditors, a memorandum of order of 
discharge, and of order annulling adjudication, or of closing 
bankruptcy, and shall supply the Comptroller with such 
special information, or statistical returns, as he may from 
time to time require. 

12. Where a receiver or manager has been appointed in a 
bankruptcy, the accounts of such receiver or manager shall 
be forwarded to the Comptroller in Bankruptcy by the trus- 
ne with the first accounts rendered by him to the Comp- 
troller. 

13. The estate book referred to in rule 243 of ‘* The Bank- 
ruptcy Rules, 1870,” may be kept in the form ofan ordinary 
debtor and creditor account in lieu of the form prescribed 
by such rule. 

14, The trustee shall submit to the committee of inspec- 
tion his bank pass book at the quarterly meeting required 
to be held by section 20 of the act, and shall forward to 
the Comptroller a copy duly certified by the committee of 
all entries made therein since the previous audit. 

15. Where the trustee has not since the date of his 
appointment, or since the last audit of his accounts, received 
or paid any sum of money on account of the bankrupt’s 
estate, he shall at the quarterly meeting required by section 
20 lay before the committee of inspection a statement to 
that effect, according to the form in the schedule ; and 
such statement shall, if approved, be signed by the committee, 
and forthwith forwarded by the trustee to the Comptroller. 

16. Where there is no committee of inspection, and the 
trustee has not for a period of three months form the date 
of his appointment or from the last audit of his accounts, 
ptr or paid any sum of money on account of the 
bankrupt’s estate, he shall file with the registrar of the 
court an affidavit to that effect, according to the form in the 
schedule, and shall forthwith forward an office copy of such 
affidavit to the Comptroller. Where the registrar is trustee 
he shall forward to the Comptroller a certificate to the like 
effect. 

17. Upon the declaration of a dividend a trustee shall send 
to the Comptroller a list of creditors who have proved, 
showing the amount of proofs and dividends. 

18. At the expiration of 12 months from the declaration 
of such dividend, or if the bankruptcy be closed within 12 
month of such declaration, then at the close of the bank- 
ruptcy, the trustee shall forward to the Comptroller a list of 


| the dividends unclaimed, together with vouchers showing 


the payment of such dividends as have been paid. 

19. Upon the receipt of such list the Comptrollershall send 

to the trustee an order by the Accountant in pon gi Br | 

nd to receive the amount of the 
dividends which remain unclaimed, and the trustee shall 
within one week from the date of such order pay into the 
Bank of England tue sum mentioned in such order. 

20. Any other moneys arising from the property of the 
bankrupt remaining under the control of the trustee at the 
close of the bankruptcy of any bankrapt, shall, in like 
manner, be paid by the trustee into the Bank of England, 

21. All money received by « registrar acting as trustee 
after the clone of a bankruptcy, shall in like mannor be paid 
by him into the Bank of England within one month of the 
receipt of the same, 

22. The Governor and Company of the Bank of England 
shall receive and carry to the credit of the account of the 
Accountant in Bankruptcy, all moneys so directed to be 
received by any order of the Accountant. 

2%, Subject to the provisions of section 116 of the Bank- 


 puptey Act, 1469, ,andsection 29 uf the Bankruptey Repeal and 
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Tnsolvent Court Act, 1869, the Court, upon being satisfied 
that any person who may claim to be entitled to any divi- 
dend or other payment from moneys which shall have been 
so paid into the Bank of England is entitled thereto, may 
jp payment of the same according to the form in the 
schedule. 

_ Where payment is required to be made to a registrar 
ofa county court for fees authorised to be taken by him 
for the duties of realising the estate and of making a divi- 
dend, the order directing such payment shall be signed by 
the judge of the court, and any order made by the London 
Bankruptcy Court for the payment of such fees shall be 
made payable to such officer as may be authorised to receive 
fees on behalf of Her Majesty’s Exchequer. 

25. Every registrar acting as a trustee after the close of 
abankruptcy shall, within ten days after the 30th of June 
and 31st of December, forward to the Comptroller, a certifi- 
cate to the effect that he has paid into the Bank of Eng- 
land all sums of money received by him on account of closed 
-estates. 

26. Every registrar acting as a trustee after the close of 
a bankruptcy shall, within twenty days of the 30th of June 
in every year, forwardto the Accountant in Bankruptcy 
an account showing the balance standing to the credit of 
each closed estate in which he is trustee, which account, if 
correct, shall be certified by the accountant and returned by 
him to the registrar. 

27. Where any money shall be paid into the Bank of 
England pursuant to these rules, the trustes shall receive a 
certificate from one of the cashiers of such bank. 

Disclaimer of Leasehold Interest. 

28, Where any property of a bankrupt acquired by a 
trustee under “ The Bankruptcy Act, 1869,’’ shall consist of 
aleasehold interest, the trustee shall not execute a dis- 
claimer of the same without the leave of the Court being 
first obtained for that purpose ; and upon any application to 
the Court for such leave, notice of the desire of the trustee 
to disclaim such interest shall be given to such person or 
persons as the Court shall direct, and such order shall be 
made thereon as the Court shall think fit. 

Hatuerzey, C. 
James Bacon, Chief Judge. 

7 July, 1871, 

ScuEpuLe or Forms. 
1. Notice to Trustee at instance of Comptroller. 
The Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Tn the County Court of ; holden at 
In the matter of A. B. of , @ bankrupt. 

Take notice that you are required to attend at this court 

on the day of » at o'clock in the 

noon, to explain why you have failed to comply with 
the requisition of the Comptroller in Bankruptcy, mentioned 
in a report of that officer to this Court, a copy of which is 
hereto annexed. 

Take further notice that, should you not attend on that 
day, the Court will, in your absence, make such order in the 
premises as it may think just. 

Dated this day of 


2. Order of Discharge. 
The Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
In the London Bankruptcy Court [or the County Court 
of » holden at } 


18? . . 
Registrar. 


In the matter of A. B, ot , & bankrupt. 

An order of discharge was this day granted to-A, B, of 
, who was adjudicated bankrupt on the 
day of 187. 
Dated this day of 187. 
Registrar. 
8. Notice in Gazette of Dividend declared, 

In the London Bankruptoy Court [or the County Court 
of » holden at . 
dividend of shillings in the pound 
has been declared in the matter of A. B. of ad- 
judicated bankrupt on the day of » and 
will be paid by mo at [hore set out fully the place where the 
dividen will 0 paid] on and after the day of 
Dated this day of 18 


Trustee, 





4, Form of Affidavit on Nomination of Receiver by Creditors. 
The Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


In the London Court of Bankruptcy [or in the County Court 
of , holden at }. 


In the matter of p 


ings for liquidation by arrange 


a or composition with creditors instituted by A. B. of 
Cc. <a 


I, of 

1, I am [or a partner in the firm of ,¥ 
firm is] one of the three principal creditors of the above- 
named A. B., who have nominated C. D. as receiver [or 
manager] of the property (and business) of the said A. B. 

2. I verily believe the said C. D. has been duly nominated 
as such receiver [or manager] by a majority in value of the 
creditors of the said A. B., in pursuance of Rule 262 of the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1870. 

Sworn, &c. 


Order for payment, : 5. Order for Payment of Moneys out of 
No. . : Bank of England. 
3 No. 


The Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Re: : In the London Bankruptcy Court 
Adjudication dated : inn the County Court of : 
: holden at y day of 
ge aie 


make oath and say as follows : — 


In the matter of —- 
bankrupt. 
(Under adjudicationdated 18 .) 


It appearing to the Court that 
is entitled to be paid 

e sum of > pounds 
shillings an - pence, being 
, and that the 
said sum forms part of the moneys 
standing to the credit of the account 
of the Accountant in Bankruptcy in 
the Bank of England. It is ordered, 

that the said sum be paid to 

. By the Court. 


(1.8.) Registrar. 
To the Accountant in Bankruptcy. 


COO OOC OO ROTH e eee tes eee eeeseeeeeees 


eee eeeecoes: 


: t t. aroma of the 
: | above order pay to 

: mor or order, the sum 
: paym of pounds 
(shillings and 


2? ” 








pence. 


Accountant. 
To the Cashier of the Bank 
of England. 
: N.B.—This order, upon being pro- 
: perly endorsed, will be paid at the 
: Public Drawing Office, Bank of Eng- 
: land, any day until three o'clock. 
6. Certificate of no Receipts or Payments by Trustee. 
The Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
In the London Bankruptcy Court for the County Court 
of , holden at «ll 


In the matter of , of , & bankrupt. 


‘ of » the trustee of the 

property of the above-named bankrupt, certify that since 

as trustee TI have not, 

nor has any person by my order or for 

my use, received or paid any sum of 

money on account of the bankrupt’s 
ostate, 

And I further certify that the reason 
why I have not received any sam of 
money on aceount of the said estate since 
the time aforesaid, is [here state reason’, 

Examined and approved this day of is. 
Trustee. 


* the date of my 
appointment "* or 
* the last audit 
of my accounts,” 
as the caso may 
be, Reason to 
be shortly stated, 


Committee of Tnspection, 
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+ of no Receipts or Payments by Trustee in cases 
here there is no Committee of Inspection, 
The Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
In the a Bankruptcy Court [or the County Court 
» holden at }. 


In the matter of , of , @ bankrupt. 
of , the trustee of the 
wakiaty of the above-named bankrupt, make oath and oy, 
1. t since 
“‘the date of my trustee I have not, nor has any person wy 
intment”’ or my order or for my use, received or paid 
o lees enalit any sum of money on account of the 
of pv accounts,” —_ bankrupt’s estate. 
pa pact 2. That the reason why I have not 


be shortly stated. 


[here state reason]. 
Sworn at, &c. 


Scatz or Arrorney’s Costs of proceedings for Liquidation 
by Arrangement, under Section 125, up to Appoint- 
ment of Trustee. 

(The taxing officer will exercise a fair discretion as to the 
allowance of preliminary or other charges connected with 
the debtor’s failure and any steps taken to protect the 
estate for the general benefit of iesdlbede, subject to order 
of Court or resolution of creditors.) 


the said estate since the time aforesaid is 


Instructions for petition ... eee 
sens searching if bankruptcy petition filed 
Drawing and engrossing petition .. 
Paid stamp and parchment... 

signature of (each) petitioner... bee 


~ 


Faye any sum of money on account of 





A double or longer sitting will only be al- Pye 8: de 
: lowed where certified for by the chairman, 
and approved by the taxing officer. In 
ial cases attorney’s journey may be 
where resident at a distance 
the place of meeting. ] 
Fee for examining and exhibiting proofs, com- 
paring and completing resolutions with proxies, 
&c., and (where necessary) obtaining signatures 
of creditors subsequently to the meeting. Rule 
279 of 1870. 
(Where any special circumstances, drawing 
vesubauinant > deed for carrying same into 
effect, and fees to counsel to settle may be 
Ry ia affidavit, verifying 
Dra and fair copy avit, veri reso- 
lutions, statement, proofs, and proxies produced 
at jo “omg and of or avy sae en of chairman .. 
Attending sw én 
Paid oath (where ere necomary) and stamp 
Drawing affidavit as to value of assets ... 
Attending swearing sib 
Paid oath (where necessary) and stamp és 
Attending registrar on iy Awe: register 
special reso ee 
If by agent wu 2 5 0 
Paid ad valseees stamp duty on resolution 
[In coumtry cases paid for office copy reso- 
lutions to be sent to London Court. 
Drawing and two fair copies certificate of trustee’s 
appointment — 
Attending o' ‘registrar’ 8 signature and seal 
of the Court thereto site 
Where Resolutions objected to. 
Atten obtaining appointment for registration 
Drawing notice of abet to scant aie and fair 
co 


ea mS EETER cE lle, 


SeaeSoh 


PY 
| Copy and service of notice (each) 
pane affidavit of service and ha on notice to 


Attesting , 
Drawing and fair copy affidavit verifying petition 
eneee a to be sworn . 

and exhibit on petition where necessary 
Paid stamp = 


osooocorooorp, 
KD AWAH OH AS & 
eaerecocoao® 


Attending petitioner as to the nature of his lia- 
bilities and as to addresses of his creditors and 
preparing certificate as to place of meeting .. 

Attending court on pevetnne of — and 
filing same and affidavit .. Bi 

If by agent.. ear 

[In special cases attorney’ 8 ; journey may be 
charged where resident at a distance from 
the court. ] 

Paid for file for proceedings 

Drawing notice to creditors of first, general meet- 
ing and copies thereof... 

(2s. 6d. each for the first 20, and is. each 
afterwards, and 3d. each, throughout, for 
forms and printing. ) 

Paid postage stamps : 

Drawing request to registrar to send notices and 
list of creditors to annex at 1s. ia folio 

Pair copy (per folio 4d.) ... 

Paid stamps at 3d. per notice 

Attending with aetna and list of creditors and 
lodging notice, and going through and check- 
ing same with registrar (in discretion of taxing 
officer according to length of list) ; 

Drawing and two fair copies notice of general 
—— “s Gazette oe 

ing obtaining si ure of Registrar and 
seal thereto Me igus ms 

Attending inserting i in Gazette 

Paid insertion 

Attending for copy Gazette and attending fling 

Paid tor copy Gazette (cost of same)... 

| Where statement of affairs prepared ‘by at- 
torney, charge to be allowed 1 for instrac- 
tie ‘and attendances on debtor and draw- 
ing statement at 1s, per folio, and fair 
copy thereof at 4d, and attendances on 
pe and obtaining his signature thereto ; 
if prepared by an accountant, persnieg 
and considering statement and ‘attendance 
on deltor and accountant thereon. | 

Attending meeting, self and clerk 

If by agent he 





AND AN QA O&O OO 
27Or7r Ce ~—- PF @& 


| Paid o aah and ‘stamp | 

Atterding swearing affidavit and filing air ™ 

Attending oer on hearing of app ication an 
dra order 


[Any additional charges to be certified by 
Registrar at time of hearing application. ] 
Where Receiver appointed. 
Instructions for seis for — of 
receiver .. Fe: 
Dra and fair copy application | 
Stamp thereon 
Drawing affidavit in ‘support ‘of epplcation 
Attending swearing ; 
Paid oath and stamp 
Drawing affidavit of responsibility 
Attending swearing : ; 
Paid oath and stamp 
Attending court on application, order made 
[The attendance of counsel is notto be allowed 
unless sanctioned by the Court at the time 
of application for Receiver. ] 
Drawing order, and two fair copies, and ene 
Registrar's signature and passing 6 8 
Where Interim Injunction necessary pending, full cities of 
Motion for Injunction, 
Instructions for aon to restrain ise 
proceedings san 
Drawing and fair copy application aa 
Paid stamp ... : 
Drawing affidavit in “support of application and 
copy 
Attending swearing 
Paid oath and stamp 
[The attendance of counsel is not be allowed 
unless sanctioned by the Court at the time 
of application for Interim Injunction. ] 
Attending Court on application order made oe 
Drawing and engrossing order and passing _... 
Notice of injunction, copy and service (each) 
[Where possible the application for re- 
ceiver and interim injunction to’ be 
made at one and the same sittin 
and the costs to be allowed by t th 
Taxing Officer accordingly, } 


coococoococo o ooo. oo oc fF Se 
Lo 
eo 
~ 
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Injunctions. 
Instructions for notice of motion for (or to be £8 4. 
continued) injunction ... bio ia wae &8 
Drawing same, 1s per folio dee thee 
Fair copies (4d. per folio... 00. eae 
Drawing affidavit and copy... ae ee 
Attending swearing a Sie oa 
Paid oath and stamp eid aa ata oe 
Copiee affidavits to accompany notice, 4d. per 
folio éoe Pee ose se eee eee 
Service of notice and copies affidavits (each 


service)... ¥. hiss oie vis Me 
[Cost of brief.—See scale of costs under “ The 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1870.’”’] 
Attending court on application for (or for con- 
tinuance of) injunction ... pe ove a 
Drawing order, 1s. per folio <i ey hes 
Fair copy, 4d. per clio... Mop wh a 
Attending ew ive 
Paid for office copies 44 <“ “i 
Service of order (each service)... ins fe, 
{Where more than one injunction (interim 
or absolute) is applied for or granted, the 
Taxing Officer is to exercise discretion 
whethermore than one set of costs is to be 
allowed. Separations are not to be made 
unnecessarily, Where the proceedings 
restrained relate to a claim not exceeding 
£20., charges are to be allowed on the lower 
scale in respect of the injunction, not- 
withstanding that the debts exceed £750 
or the assets £200.—See Rule 8 of 1871.] 
Where appointment of Trustee advertised. 
Drawing advertisement of appointment of trus- 
tee andcopy..... bet ae oak Per ee 
Attending obtaining Registrar’s signature, and 
seal thereto ey esa ht alloy, mM Se 
— to insert in Gazette and daily paper 0 6 
ai a abe ngys ee de 
Attending for copies, papers, and filing advertise- 
ments with Registrar... ... et ese 
(a eee ta epi i a 
Debtor's Discharge (where granted. ) 
Drawing report of trustee to Registrar and en- 


0 
0 
0 5 


0 13 


grossing... pci Witenes Sone aaa haan tiene: OKA? O 
Attending obtaining Trustee's signature ... rg ee 
Attending filing and obtaining Registrar’s cer- 

tificate thereto hie ae aa AR ae 

As to matters not specifically provided for and subsequent 
to the appointment of a Trustee, the Taxing Officer will be 
guided by the Scale of Attorneys’ Cosis under ‘‘The Bank- 
ruptcy Rules 1870,” and the general practice in Bankruptcy. 

HatTHeErcey, C, 
Jamzs Bacon, Chief Judge. 

7 July, 1871. 


COUNTY COURTS ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION. 


Whereas by the County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction 
Act, 1868, it is among other things, enacted, that if at any 
time after the passing of that Act it ap to Her Majesty 
in Council, on the representation of the Lord Chancellor, 
expedient that any County Court should have Admiralty 
jurisdiction, it shall be lawful for Her Majesty, by Order in 
Council, to appoint that Court to have Admiralty jurisdiction 
accordingly, and to assign to that Court, as its district for 
Admiralty purposes, any part or parts of any one or more 
district or districts of County Courts : And, further, that 
any such Orders may be from time to time varied as seems 
expedient : 

_And whereas Her Majesty was pleased, by an Order in Coun- 
cil of 14th day of January, 1869, to order that certain County 
Courts should have Admiralty jurisdiction ; and by a further 
Order of the 16th day of May, 1871, to order that the said 
Order of the 14th day of January should be varied : 

And whereas a representation has been made by the Lord 
Chancellor that it is expedient that the Order of the 16th 
x So May, 1871, should be rescinded : 

ow, therefore, Her Majesty, having taken the said 

Tepresentation into consideration, is pleased, by and with 

the advice of Her Privy Council, to order and appoint, and 

itis hereby ordered and appointed, that the Order of the 16th 

day of May, 1871, shall be and the same is hereby rescinded. 
Axravr Hews, 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


JULY EXAMINATION 
On the Subjects of the Lectures and Classes of the Readers 
of the Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s Inn Hall, on 

the Ist, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th days of July, 1871, 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded the follow- 
ing exhibitions to the undermentioned students, of the 
value of thirty guineas each, to endure for two years :— 

Constitutional Law and Legal History.— Frederick George 
Carey, Esq., student of the Inner Temple. 

Jurisprudence, Civil and International Law.—Joseph 
William Comyns Carr, Esq., student of the Inner Tem 

Equity.—Frederick George Carey, Esq., student of the 
Inner Temple. 

The Common Law.—William Bennett Rickman, Esq., 
student of the Inner Temple. 

The Law of Real Property, &c.—Robert Forster Mac- 
Swinney, Esq., student of the Inner Temple. 

The Council of Legal Education have also awarded the 
following exhibitions of the value of twenty guineas each, 
to endure for two years, but to merge on the acquisition of 
a superior exhibition :— 

Equity.— William Edwin Ormsby, Esq., student of the 
Middle Temple. 

The Common Law.—Edward James Ackroyd, Esq. 
student of the Middle Temple. 

The Law of Real Property, &c— William Frank Jones, 
Esq., student of Lincoln’s Inn. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, July 14, 1871. 
From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted. 
3 Cent. Consols, 93§ Annuities, April, 85 
Ditto for Account, Aug. 3,93§ | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 93§ Ex Bills, 21000, — per Ct.7 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 93§ Ditto, £500, Do —7 pm 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. ’94 Ditto, £100 & £200, — 7 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 | Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. *73 | _ Ct. (last half-year) 238 
Annuities, Jan.’80— ' Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


{india Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 209 | Ind. Enf.Pr., 5 pC., Jan.’72 100 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 5§ per Cent., May,’79 103} 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’80 1103 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — — — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 103 Do. »5 per Cent., Aug. °73 103 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 20 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 94}| Ditto, ditto, ander £1000, 20 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. 
Stock) Bristoland Exeter ..... 

Stock + Caledonian 

Stock} Glasgow and South-Western 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 

Stock} Do.,East Anglian Stook, No.3 .....0.. 
Stock) Groat NOrthern ..osseseeeeecssseeceneeees ietnten 
Stock; Do., A Stock* 1 
Stock} Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock) Great Western—0Original 100 
Stock Lancashireand Yorkshire ... 

Stock’ London, Brighton, and South Co 

Stock; London,Chatham, and Dover 

Stock London and North-Western 

Stock) London and South-Western 

Stock) Manchester, Sheffield and Lincoln 

Stock) Metropolitan, Baise 

Stock) Midland aie 

Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby 

Stock) North British cccccccccecscescecsereassencaseanee 
Stock) North London ....ccccecceseesseseacsenencoessnnes 
Stock) North Statlordshire . 
Stock} 

Stock “KE r a Na 
Stock] Patt Vaiecses, EY ws ( 183 


* A receives no dividend antil 6 per cent. hae Deen paid vo B, 








66 
6s 


Monny Marxrr ann Crey INTRLLtenNer, 

Consols have experienced a reaction this week, in contra- 
distinction to the railway market, which has been im- 
proving. ‘The anticipations of last week were this day 
verified by the reduction of the Bank rate of discount te 
2 per cent. Foreign securities are steady. The allotments 
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of the French loan have been announced this week, and it 
is quoted at about 5} premium. 

The prospectus of the General Tramways Company 
(Limited) has been issued; capital £1,000,000, in 50,000 
shares of £20 each; present issue 25,000 or £500,000. 
The company is formed for the purchase and acquisition 
of privileges and concessions for tramways in populous 
towns in the United Kingdom and on the Continent, for 
und i the constraction, working, and maintenance 
of such tramways, and for disposing of the same from time 
to time, as may be found advantageous. 

Seneetere have been invited by the East and West 
Junction way for £318,500 5 per cent. first debenture 
stock, at the price of £83 6s. 8d., in instalments extending 
to the 31st of March yext. The line is 33} miles in length, 
from Towcester to Stratford-on-Avon, and connects with 
the London and North-Western at Blisworth, and the 
Great Western at Fenny-Compton. A reserve equal to 
three years’ interest is to be placed in Government securi- 
ties to provide for punctual payment during the construc- 
tion of the work and for one year after its completion, so as 
to afford time for the development of its business. 

The prospectus of the Colliery Company (Limited) has 
been issued ; capital £1,000,000, in 100,000 shares of £10 
each. The chief objects are the insurance of owners or 
lessees of collieries against loss in the collieries from fire 
and explosion; the insurance of individual interests, when 
the colliery. as a whole, is not insured; the insurance of 
provisions for widows, children, and dependent relations of 
colliers killed by accidents in collieries. 

The Forty-second annual report of the directors of the 
Clergy Mutual Assurance Society for the year ending 31st 
May, 1871, states that 509 proposals for assurances were 
received during the last year, of which 482 were for life 
assurances. The new ‘premiums received amounted to 
£11,728 4s. The number of life policies at present existing 
is 5,609; and the amount of annual premiums payable 
upon these policies, after reductions made on account of 
bonus in the years 1836, 1841, 1846, 1851, 1856, 1861, and 
1866, is £118,752 16s. 2d. The total income of the Society 
cu the Ist of June was £198,314 2s. 6d. 








Lady Stuart, wife of the Right Hon. Sir John Stuart 
(late Vice-Chancellor), of Lochearron, N.B., died at Court 

ill on the 29th of June. Lady Stuart, who was married 
to Sir J. Stuart in 1813, was the daughter of the late 
Dancan Stewart, Esq., for many years barrackmaster at 
Fort William, near Inverness. Her brothers, the late 
Lieut.-Colonel Stewart, of Achnacore, Appin, and Major 
John Stewart (who was killed in the Peninsular War during 
the retreat of Massena), were two ot the original officers of 
the 95th or Rifle Corps. 

Maxzizp Women’s Liapisitizs.—The Times of yesterday 
reports a case in which one Elizabeth Houghton was brought 
before the Manchester istrates on a summons issued 
under the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870, to show 
cause why an order should not be made upon her to assist 
in maintaining her husband, who is 2 pauper in Chorlton 
Union Worehouse. It was shown that defendant had taken 
£24 out of a building club in May last, but it was not 
shown what had become of it. Mr. Headlam, the chairman 
of the magistrates, said if she had only the interest of £340 
to live upon it was not much, and he declined to make the 
order. Summons dismissed. 

Micwreates Cieux vox tar Hexpury oy Wrnnat.— 
At 4 meeting of the magistrates of the hundred of 
Wizrrall, held on the 4rd July, at the county Hall, Birken- 
head, to take into cenhdipetion certain contemplated 
change in the clerkships—in consequence of the committee 
—— at Quarter Sessions having recommended that 
there should be only ome clerk for the entire division, from 


the Ist of per insteaA of separate clerks as heretofore, for 


the Coarta Pirkenhead, Newton, and Wallasey—it was 
rewhve, on Mr, Hignet and Mr. Kent, tendering their 
renignations, that Mr. Horace Hignet, wlicitor, of C or, 
shold be appointed wile curk for the entire division. 


The Mormons having refused to pay the expenses of the 
i nite Mates oparts, the lawyers have #ipulated that the 
leon Of yarors thal be paid by parties to wits, and Judge 
Mitheom has order «a jary term of hie district court for 
the Uh. A duly, This arrangement applies only to civil 
busmess,--Albany Law Iourval, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEACHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Branson—On Tuesday, July 11, at 5, Pier-terrace, Great 
Yarmouth, the wife of J. H. Arthur Branson, barrister-at- 
law, of a son. : 

DwyER—On May 7, at Graham’s-town, South Africa, the wife 
of the Hon. Mr. Justice Dwyer, of a son. 

Smrru—On July 12, at 38, Orsett-terrace, Hyde-park, the wife 
of Richard Horton Smith, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister- 
at-law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

DewHuRsST—WALsH—On July 5, at the Abbey, Shrewsbury 
James Hindle Dewhurst, solicitor, Manchester, to Annie, only 
daughter of Mark Walsh, Esq., late of Halifax. 

GoopricKE—CARTER—On July 6, at Torre Church, Torquay, 
George Duncan Goodricke, Esq., of the Middle Temple, 
barrister-at-law, to Elizabeth Catherine, third daughter of 
Frederick Roger Carter, Esq., Torquay. 

SHERRING—BILLINGS—On July 8, at St. Matthew’s, Oakley- 
square, W. M. Sherring, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor, to 
Emily —_ only daughter of the late William Billings, 
surgeon, R.N. 

Warene-_Cusrer—On July 5, at Itchen Abbas, near Win- 
chester, Charles William Waters, Esq., solicitor, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, to Alice Elizabeth, fourth surviving daughter of the late 
Rev. George James Cubitt, rector of St. Thomas, Winchester. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tvgspay, July 11, 1871. 
UntimireD In CHANCERY, 

West Bromwich and Walsall Railway Company.—Vice-Chancellor 
Wickens has, by an order dated July 5, appointed Fredk Geo Saun- 
ders, Gt Western Railway Company, Paddington, to be official liquida- 
tor. Creditors are required on or before July 21, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to the above, 
Monday, July 24 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts ann claims. 

LiMiTED 1n CHANCERY, ; 

Economic Discount and Loan Compafy (Limited).—Vice Chancellor 
Wickens has, by an order dated June 30, ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the above company be continued, and that two proper 
persons should be appointed liquidators of the company in substitution 
for Thos Whitaker & Fredk Farrah. Phipos, Farringdon-st, solicitor 
for the petitioners. 

Panama and South Pacific Telegraph Company (Limited).— Petition 
for winding up, presented July 7, directed to be heard before Vice 
Chancellor Malins on July 21. Hillyer & Fenwick, Fenchurch-st, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Parkfield Iron Company (Limited).— Petition for winding up, presented 
June 4, directed to be heard before Vice Chanceilor Wickens on July 
21. Duignan, Bedford-row ; agents for Duignan & Cy, Walsall, soli- 
citors for the petitioners. 

$ hanklin Esplanade and Villa Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated July 1, ordered that the above company 
be wound up by this court, Mason, Newgate-st, solicitor for the peti- 


tioner. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, July 7, 1871. 
Dixon, Peter, Holme Eden, Cumberland, Esq. Juiy 31, 
Dixon, V.C. Wickens, Nanson & Clutterbuck, Carlisle 
Ellwood, John Sedgwick, Lpool, Clerk. July 28. Bluese » Williams, 
Registrar, Lpool District 

Haigh, Geo Armitage, Honley, York. July 26. 
V.C. Bacon. Booth, Holmfirth 

Horne. Benj Worthy, Russeli-sq, Esq. Aug 6, 
Wickens. Ford & Lioyd, Bloomsbury-sq 

Jordan, Wm, Norbiton, Surrey, Gent. Aug 1. 
M.R. Johnson, High-st, Marylebone 

Lee Harriett Mary, Upper Berkeley-st, West, Connaught-sq, Spinster. 
Aug 5. Beaumont vo Lee, V.C, Wickens, Williazns & James, 
Lineoln’s-inn-fields 

Lownds, Jane, Coddington, Nottingham, Widow. July 25. Thompson 
» Williams, V.C. Bacon. Bird & Hayes, Gainsborough 

Mackenzie, Wm, King-st, 8t James's, Esq. Mackenzie » Cardwell, 
V.C, Malins. Philbrick, Basinghall-st 

Metcalfe, Wm, Rodney-bidgs, New Kent-rd, Esq. Oct 23, Hall o 

Sept 1. 


Hamilton 9 


Wimpenny vo Haigh, 
Horne v Horne, V.C, 


Catcheside » Swinscoe, 


Severne, V.C. Malins. Berkeley, South-sq, Gray’s-inn 

Parker, John, Windhill Crag, Idle. York, Menufactarer, 
Turquand » Lister, M.R. Bond & Barwick, Leeds 

Thomas, John, Fosygravel ucha, Cardigan, Farmer. 
Thomas, V.C. Malins. Thomas, Aberystwith 

Williams, Jas, Liandudno, Carnarvon, Butcher, 
Williams, V.C. Wickens, Wililams, Carnarvon 

Tuvevay, duly 11,1871. 

Abmuty, Thos Arthur Staples, Port Stewart. Londonderry, Ireland, 
Keq. July 24. Abmuty » Moore, V.C. Malins, 

Barnard, Wm, Dorchester, Dornet, Cooper, Au 3, Barnard » Barnard, 
MH, Lock & Kon, Dorchester 

Chevallier, Geo Minart, Johiest, Bedford-row, Gent, Aug 4, ‘Chevallier 
» Chevallier, MR. Vattioon & Cobbold, New Bridge at, Wack riars 

Nieid, Ann, Apraham, Chester, Widow, Aug 5, Cawley » wird, MMe 
Lewis, Wrexham 

Venn, ttichd, Koremore, Perabroke, Wan, 
UN. James, Haverford wast 

Shioner, Alfred, Clarence-rd, Lower Clapton, builder, 
Skinner, Letts, Bartlett’s-bida, Muitorn 

‘Tndge, Geo, Camberwellerd, Oi) & Coloorman, July 20, Re Tadge, 
VAD, Wneun, Keene & Marsand, Lower Thanet 


July 28, Re 


Aug 5. Williams 9 


July 27, Summers v Carrow, 


Aug 12, He 
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Next or Kin. 
Perens ws Heed, MR” St James’s, Westminster, Brassfounder, Aug 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay, July 7, 1871. 
Bentley. z= Doncaster, Esq. Sept 7. Gadsden & Treherne, 


Byers, Eliz, Old Kent-rd, Aug 4. Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st 
Cavill, John, Sheffield, Hay & Straw Dealer. Aug 11. Rogers & 


Thomas 
Gay, Emily, Southborough, Kent, Spinster. July 27. Hewitt, 
‘icholas-lane 
Gay, Susannah, Southborough, Kent, Spinster. July 27. 
Nicholas-lane 

Hamilton, Rev John Vesey, Charing nr Ashford, Kent. Aug 3). Nor- 


Hewitt, 


wood, Charing 4 
Harris, Hy Thos, Kingsland-rd, Fish Salesman. Aug !. Robarts 
Dean’s-ct, tors’-commons 
Hodgson, Ralph, Coatham, York, Gent. Sept}. Belk, Middlesbrough 
Hutchings, Mary Anne Milligan, Princes-st, Cavendish-sq, Widow. 
Aug 31. Smith & Co, Northumberland-st, Charing-cross 
Jackson, Geo John, Rochester, Kent, Esq. Aug 19. Dawes & Sons, 
Angel-ct, Throgmorton-st 
Loxton, Chas Byron, Bristol, Surveyor. Aug7. Thomas, Bristol 
— nd Sydney Cottage, West Croydon, Gent. Aug 15. Smith 


po 
Martin, Sarah, Westerham, Kent, Widow. Aug 19. Lindsay & Co, 
Basinghall-st 
ae, Martha, Hulme, Lancashire, Widow. Aug 1. Jackson. 
nc 


Ma’ 
Palmer, Rev Chas, Lightborne, Warwick, Clerk. Aug 19. Bennett & 
Co, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn 
Passand, Catherine, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. Aug 10. Girdwood, 
Verulam-bldgs, Gray’s-inn 
Pattison, Rev Robt, Penrith, Cumberland. Sept 1. 
Rhodes, Thirsk 
Augl. Brevitt, Darlaston 
July 18. 


Swarbreck & 


Roper, Sarah, Crankall, Stafford, Farmer. 

Shorrock, Ralph, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Beer Retailer. 
Kendall & Costeller, Over Darwen 

Waring, Rev Thos Alfred, Richmond-st, St George’s-rd, Southwark. 
Aug 17. Barnard, York-rd, Lambeth 

Woodward, Jas, Macclesfield, Chester, & Corn Provision Dealer. Aug 5. 
Brocklehurst & Co, Macclesfleld 

Tunspay, July 11, 1871. 
Broadhead, Rev Geo, West Wycombe, Bucks. Aug3l. Walker & Co, 


New-s 
eich, Joseph, Dudley Worcester, Jeweller. Sept 6. 
pton 
— Geo, Huddersfield, York, Farmer. Aug 22. Sykes, Hudders- 
eld 
Brown, Stephen, Winchmore-hil]l, Middlesex. Aug 10. 
Tokenhouse-yd 
Caffin, Jas Cousens, Weet Lampnett, Sussex, Gent. Aug 15. Johnson 


& Raper, Chichester 
Davies, Alban Thes, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Aug 7. 


Lianelly 

Dunn, Thos, Sheffield, Coal Master. Aug 28. Wake, Sheffeld 

Dunsmore, Jane, Cliftonville, nr Brighton, Sussex, Widow. 
Booth, Gray’s-inn-sq 

Dunsmore, Wm, Cliftonville nr Brighton, Sussex, Gent. Aug 18. Booth, 
Gray’s-inn-sq 

Eld, Hy, Upper Stomnall, Stafford, Gent. Aug 31. Barnes & Russell, 
Lichfield 

Hammond, Kev Jas, Staunton, Gloucester. Sept 30. Brooks & Co, 

Godliman-st, Doctors’-commons 

Hammond, Richd, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Esq. Oct 11, Chamberlin, 
Gt Yarmouth 

Hawkins, Whitshed Keene, St Kilda, Australia, Major. Oct 31. Brooks 
& Co, Godliman-st, Doctor’s-commons 

—_ John, Bulkington, Wilts, Farmer. Webber, Trow- 


Round, 
Dingwall, 


Jones & Morris, 


Aug 18. 


Aug 31, 


ze 
Meredith, Wm ‘Thos, Loraine-rd, Holloway, Watch Spring Maker. Aug 
12. Redpath & Holdsworth, Bush-lane 
Newton, Mable, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Widow. Oct 1. Rutter & Son, 
Finsbury-circus 
— Rev Robt, Penrith, Cumberland. Sept 1, Swarbreck & Rhodes, 
rs 
Staples, Eliza Leonora, Chesterfleld-st, Mayfair, Widow. Aug 15. 
Walker & Martineau, King’s-rd, Gray's-inn 
Wake, Martha, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Widow, Sept 1, Field, 
Leamington-Priors 
Bankrupts. 
Frivay, July 7, !87). 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869. 
Jreditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Aiken, Wm, & Wm Alex Aiken, Leadenhall-st, Merchants. Pet April 
18, Haglitt, July 2) atl) 
Fabris, Fras Wm, Maida-valo, no occupation, Pet July 4& 
July 21 at 12 
Holden, Howard Ashton, Bedford-sq, Builder, Pet July 6 Pepys. 
July 21 at 12.30 


Has litt, 


To Surronder in the Country. 

Bortlesteine, Harris, Manch, India Rubber Manufacturer, Pet July 3 
Kay.! Manch, July 27 at 9.90 

Blackshaw, Joseph, Stoke-upon-Trent, Statford, China Manutaeturer, 
Pet June 80, Marehatl, Stokesapon-Trent, July 20 at ti 

Bland David, Blackhoath, Kent, Builder, Pet July a Farnteld, Qreens 
Wich, July 44 at 2.90 

Child, Kawa Ogden, Halifax, York, Innkeeper, 

\itax, July 2 at 10 

Ohild, Mark, Hartlepool, Durham, Attorney-at-law, 

Sunderland, July 18 at 19 


Rankin, 


Ellis, 


Pet July 4, 


Pet July 4, 





Griffin, John Cooper, N , Saddler. Pet July 4, Patchitt 
Nottingham July 21 at 12 

Headford, Wm, Birm, Coal Dealer. Pet July1. Chauntler. Birm 
July 18 (not 1 as in last Gazette) at 12 

ot = Manch, Boot Dealer. Pet July 5. Lister. Manch, July 

at 9. 

Pearson, Thos, Kendal, Westmoreland, Coal Dealer. Pet July 5. Themp- 
son. Kendal, July 20 at 10 

Smith, Jas Matthew, Little Bentley, Essex, Cattle Dealer. Pet July !. 
Barnes. Colchester, July 22 at 10. 

Travis, Sam], Manch, Woollen Cloth Merchant. Pet July 4. Kay. 
Manch, July 27 at 9.30 

Tuzspar, July 11, 1871. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Beverley, Ellen Eliza, Jermyn-st, St. James’s, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
July 6. Pepys. July 28 atll 

Brewer, Dan! Tremlett, King-st, Camden-town, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet July 7. Roche. July 25 at 12 

Chatteris, Herbert, & Jas Morgan Payne, Manufacturers of Calvert’s 
Patent Recorder. Pet July 8. Roche. July 24 at ll 

Gower, Wm Bleckly, & Chas Arnold Bleckly, Little Bush-lane, Cannon- 
st, Merchants. Pet July 8. Roche. July 25at1 

Narracott , Chas, Manor-road, Walworth, Clerk. Pet July 6. Murray. 
July 25 at 11. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Johnson, Herbert, Ludlow, Salop, Draper. Pet July 7. Robinson. 
Leominster, July 26 at 2.30 

Sutton, Jas, Warrington, Lancashire, Hosier. Pet July 15. Nicholsoz. 
Warrington, July 28 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipay, July 7, 1871. 
Builas, Sam}, Dudley Port, Stafford, Ironmaster. June 30 
Tomkinson, John, Manch. July 5 
Vernon, Susannah, Thos Vernon, Jas Walter Holden, & Sam! 
Dudley Port, Stafford, Ironmasters. June 


Torspay, July 11, 1871. 


Lamb, Wm Joseph, Bristol, Tea Merchant. July 7 
Sheffield, Oscar, Kelvin-grove, Sydenham, China Dealer. 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipay, July 7, 1871. 
Abbett, Thos, Waterloo rd, Lambeth, Baker. 
Harris, Borough, High st, Southwark 
Aliffe; Jas & Wm Cooper, Chickenley, nr Dewsbury, York, Briekmakers. 
July 20 at 3, at offices of Ibberson, Dewsbury : 
Ansell, Arthur John Jordan, Henlade, Somerset, Commercial Traveller. 
July 22 at 12, at offices of Reed & Cook, Paul st, Taunton 
Arblaster, Geo, Kingswinsford, Stafford, Mining Engineer. July 22 at 
10 at offices of Beaton, Victoria bldgs, Temple row, Bi 
Ball, Rev Thos Hanly, Folkestone, Kent. July 21 at 1, at the Alexandra 
Hotel, Harbour st, Folkestone. Sankey & Co, Can ni pe 
Beal, Jas, Piccadilly, Auctioneer. July 20 at3, at officesof Lewis & Co, 
Old Jewry 
Belton, Geo, Langtoft, Lincoln, Builder. July 17 at 2, at office of Stap- 
leton, St Paul's st, Stamford 
Bradshaw, Chas, Sheffield, General Dealer. July 18 at 13, at office af 
Tattershall, Queen st, Sheffield 
Caise, Geo, Old Down, Gloucester, Builder. July 17 at 12, at offices of 
Wotton & Co, White Lion bldgs, Broad st, Bristol ; 
Clapham, Thos, Hornsey, Wine Merchant, July 2] at 2, af offices af 
Learoyd & Learoyd, South st, Finsbury 
Clark, Robt, Portsmouth, Grocer July 2) at 11, at office of Walker, 
Union st, Portsea 
Court, Jas, Kidderminster, Bootmaker. July 2@ at 12, at 13:Chareh st, 
Kidderminster 
Cragg, Robt, Car Colston, Notts, Travelling Draper. July 21 at 12, at 
offices of Cranch & Rowe, Low pavement, Notti 
Crane, Hy, Kidderminster, Worcester, Comm Agent. July 20 at 2, at 
office of Corbet, Church st, Kidderminster 
Dart, Saml, Crediton, Devon, Currier. July 18 at 2,at the Queen's 
Hotel, Exeter jf 
Davies, Wm, yun, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Grocer, July 19 at 2, at offices 
of Barnard & Co, A!dion chambers, Bristol. Steckweod, : 
Edwards, Thos, Sittingbourne, Kent, Agent. July 19 at 1, at offices of 
Brook & Chapman, Abchurch yd. Gibson, Sittingbourne 
Field, Wm, New North rd, Cowkeeper, July 21 at 4, at offices of Watson, 


Finsbury pl 
Fry, Walt, Wotton-under-Bdge, Gloucester, Titer, July 19 at UL, at 
July 19 at 2, at aftices of 


—— 
ui.as, 


July 5 . 


July 19 at 3, at offices of 


offices of Dauncey, Wotton-under-tdge 

Granville, Blanche, Hill st, Knighisbdridge, 
Graham, Bly p!, Nelbern 

Harrison, John Barstow, Pendleton, Lancashire. Laandryman, Jaly if 
at 3, at offices of Hardy, St James's sq, Manch 

Hills, Thos Waters, Litele Britain, Tailor, July 17 at Lat Nb Cheap- 
side. Haigh, King at, Cheapside 

Holt, Thos Howard, Hulme, Lancashire, Provision Dealer, July 20 at 3, 
at offices of Mann, Marsden st, Mauch 

Homer, Wm Freak, Lpeot, Tallow Chandler 
Samuell, Cook st, Lpoel 

Tugtedew, Ken} Martin, New Cross rd, Hay Salesman, July 28 ad fat 
offices of Moss, GQracechureh st 

Loos, Hy, Walsall, Stafford, Beer Retailer, July 20 at 2, at offices of 
Glover, Park at, Walsall 

Lyon, David Mitchell, St Helens, Lancashire, Physician, Jaty Mat 
at the Fleece Hote!, Chaveh xt, St Helen's Yates, Lpool 

Milburn, Robt, Christopher Mubuen, Dawe Beestea, Crawfard EQisoa, 
Newrave at, Warehousemen. Jule 2? at Sat the Gaildhall Cote. 
howe, Gresham st, Philp, Paneras lane 

Moore, Rdwe, Oxtord, Buutter, duly Sat 3, at aftices ef Thorapeoa, 
Olureh at, Oxford 


July 20 at 3, at efice of 
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Moorhouse, Saml & Jas, Moorhouse, Austonley, York, Woollen Cloth \ Green, Mary Jane, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. 


Menufacturers. July 25 at 4, at the Swan with Two Necks inn, West- 
gate, Huddersfield. Booth, Holmforth 

“Owen, Benj, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler. Aug 3 at 
10.5, at the Townhall, Guildhall sq, Carmarthen. Parry, Pembroke 


Paul, Theodore, Broncastell, Cardigan, Civil Engineer. July 19 at 3, at 
the Townhall, Aberystwith. Atwood, Aberystwith 
Pickard, Jeremiah, Leeds, Bricklayer. July 28 at 2, at office of Harle, 
Pick: rd, Wh Sheffield, P inter. July 18 at 12, at offices of Ed 
Picka: ‘m, ainter. at Ct) C) Change 
alley, Sheffield. Websters & Pickard, Sheffield whe 
Prichard, Saml, Bristo:, Bootmaker. July 19 at 11, at offices of Han- 
nat & “yh John st, Bristol 
it, Mary Sophia, Manor rd, Upper Hollo Draper. July 20 at 12 
at offices of Lovering & Minton Gresham st,’ Plunkett . 
Rumball, Edwin Jas, Maidenhead, Berks, Hairdresser. July 20 at 11, 
Pohang! eg oo inn, High st, Maidenhead 
Danl, m, Innkeeper. July 20 at 3.30, at office of 
Becke, Market st, Northampton ; bi 
Senior, Anne Amelia, Painswick, Gloucester, out of business. July 19 at 
_12, at offices of Mullings & Co, Park st, Cirencester 
Simmonds, Thos, Hy, Norman’s bidgs, Old st, St Luke’s, Fancy Box 
Maker. July 17 at 3, at office of Lewis, Wilmington sq, Clerkenwell 
Sparks, Robt & Chas Barber, Galmington, Somerset, Tallow Chandlers. 
July 19 at 11, at offices of Trenchard, Upper High st, Taunton 
Squire, Emanuel, Broad Clist, Devon, Blacksmith. July 20 at 11, at the 
Bull inn, Goldsmith st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 
ee © ee Watling st, Comm Agent. July 15 at 11, at 77 
Taylor, Hy, Aylesbury, Bucks, Stationer. July 25 at 12, at office of Fell, 
Bourbon st, Aylesbury 
Thornley, Thos, Bolton, Lancashire, Tailor. July 19 at 3, at offices of 
Murray, King st, Manch 
Wadsworth, Thos, Runcorn, Chester, Cabinet Maker. July 18 at 11, at 
office of Davies & Co, Horsemarket st, Warrington. Bretherton, 


Warrington i 
Walters, Job, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. July 20 at 11, at 


f of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 
White, John, Landport, Hants, Leather Seller. July 17 at 12, at offices 
of Nicholson, Grestam st, London. King, Portsea. 
Wilkinson, Thos Raymond, Gt Ormond st, Queen sq, Case Maker. July 
19 at 3, at office of Orchard, John st, Bedford row 
Willder, Stedman, Church st, Kensington, Linen Draper. July 21 at 2, 
at offices of Birchall & Rogers, Southampton bidgs, lane 
bag By. East rd, City rd, oe 
offices p, Pancras !ane, Queen st, e 
Williamson, Wm, Wilmslow, Chester, one. 
offices of Green, Bridgwater chambers, Brown st Manc 
Wilson, Joseph, Bakewell, Derby, Tallow Chandler. 
offices of Brookes, Bakewell 
Wilson, Wm Nelson, Manch, Calico Printer. 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manch 
Worrall, John Wm & Hy Thos Worrall, Wellington st, Stepney green. 
July 14 at 1, at offices of Martin, Clement’s lane, Lombard st 
Wright, Jas, Child’s hill, Hendon, no business, July 12 at 12, at office 
Allan, Brunswick sq 
Tvrspay, July 11, 1871. 
Abbott, Leonard John, East Dereham, Norfolk, Auctioneer. July 20 at 
11, at office of Saunders. East Jereham 
Adams, Fredk, Middiesborough, York, Hairdresser. July 18 at 3, at 
offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 
Amery, Wm, Goole, York, Coal Merchant. July 20 at ll, at office of 
Wainwright & Co, Crown ct, Wakefield 
Baker, Alf, Sittingbourne, Kent, Watchmaker. 
of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 
Baker, Richd, Gt Tower st, Merchait. July 21 at 2, at office of Moss, 
_ Winchester bouse, Old Broad st 
Barnes, Philip Thos, Soho, nr Birm, Engraver. July 21 at 3, at offices 
of Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birm 
Beadle, Nathan, Sawbridgeworth, Hertford, Tailor. 
—— « > og Bishops Stortford 
imrose, Join, Boston, Lincoln, Travelling Draper. July 21 atl, a 
office of Dyer, Church yd, Boston 7 ~ . Se 
Biatchley, Wr Hugh, Mildmay pl, Back rd, Kingsland, Baker. July 31 
at 3, at offices of Wright, Chancery lane 
Euchanan, John Rankin, Gutter lane, Manufacturer. Jaly 24 at 12, at 
[ae Honey & Co, King st, Cheapside. Shearman, Jermyn st, St 
Butler, Alf, Pitfield st, Hoxton, Draper. July 21 at 2, at offices of 
Hulloway, Gracechurch st. Heathfield, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Coode, Fredk, Mark lane, Solicitor. July 21 at 12, at offices of Chidley, 


é Old Jewry 

Cooper, Jesse, Staines, Middx, Coachbuilder. July 25 at 3, at office of 

_ Ashby, Clement’s lave, Lombard st 3 ‘ 

Crabb, Geo & Edwd Vanghan, Devonshire ter, Kingsland, Builders. 
July 22 at é at the Guildhall Coffee house, Guildhall. Downing, 


July 28 at 3, at 
Jaly 20 at 3, at 
nay 24 at 2, at 
July 19 at 3, at the 


July 25 at 11, at offices 


July 22 at ll, at 


Basi 

Day, Geo, Caledonian rd, Is'ington, Cl thier. July 24 at 2,at the Guild- 
bali Coffee house, Pope Fencharch st ‘ 

Douglas, John, Elliott rd, Vassal rd, Commercial Traveller. July 22 at 
3, at the City Arms Tavern, Blomfield st, Finsbury. more 

Dredge, John, Bournemouth, Hants, Uphoisterer. July 25 at 2, at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn 

Daffin, Eliz, Wakefield. York, out of business. July 26 at 2, at offices of 
Harri-on & Smith, Chancery lane, Wakefield 

Dunkerly, Jas, Westbourne pk ra, Padcington, Chemist, Aug 4 at 3, 

_ at Offices of Jenkins & Button, Tavistock st, Strand 

Easton, Jas, Sanderiand, Durham, Blackemith, July 24 at 11, at offices 
& Bentham, Lambton st, Sunderiand 

Pili-, Jas Howard, Hayward’s heath, Sussex, Builder. July 22 at 1, at 
office of Mills, Bond #t, Brighton 

! eteher, Richa. Winsley st, Oxford st, Stationer. July 20 at 3, at offices 
A Marthall, Lineoin’s inn fields 

(itn, Laws John, Deepfields Iron Works, Bilston, Stafford, lronmaster. 
July 24 at 12, at offices of Kutter & Co, Darlington st, Wolvernampton 

Gredley, Udmd, Dockhead, Flour Factor. July 26 at 2, at offices of 

Wand, basinghbali + 





Jul 
10.30, at offices of Travis, Lower Church lane, Tiptou ie. 
Greenwood, Joshua, Ovenden Cross, Halifax, York, Grocer. Jaly 25 g 
3, at offices of Jubb, Barum Top, Halifax 
Hague, Hy, Ranskill, Notts,Grocer. July 20 at 1, at office of Raynes, 


Hallam, Mary & Geo Crump, Derby, Wine Merchants. July 25 at 11, 
at offices of Harrison & Co, Becket Well lane, Derby. Drewry, 
Burton-on-Trent , 

Hallat, Obed, Lewis, Sussex, Butcher. Aug | at 12, at office of Baxter, 


High st, Lewes 

Harris, John Jas, Old Jewry, Accountant. July 20 at 12, at offices of 
Chidley, Old Jewry 

» Lewis, Bear st, Leicester sq, Coffse shoo Keeper. July 21 at3, 

at the City Arms Tavern, Blomfield st, Finsbury. Padmore, West. 
minster bridge rd 

Hellis, Thos, Hook, Hants, out of business. 
Lion Hotel, Basingstoke. Ford, Portsea 

Horsell, Geo, Swindon, Wilts, Slater. July 19 at 12, at offices of Brad. 
ford & Foote, High st, Swindon 

Horton, Rebecca, Shrewsbury, Miiliner. 
Hotel, Shrewsbury. Clarke 

Hunt, Geo, Rusthall, Kent, Baker. July 21 at 11, at offices of Arnold, 
Tunbridge Wells 

Jackson, Geo Miers, Morpeth, Northumberland, Bootmaker. - July 24 at 
1], at office of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Jackson, Thos, Birm, Paper Box Manufacturer, July 21 at 10, at offices 
of Beaton, Victoria bldgs, Temple row, Birm 

Jefferys, John, Dartmouth rd, Hammersmith, Licensed Victualler, 
July 26 at 2, at office of Comforts, Grecian chambers, Davereux ct, 
Temple. Bartlett, Chandos st. West Strand 

Jolliffe, Chas Hy, Chesterfield, Derby, Wine Merchant. July 25 at 3, 
at offices of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Kay, Thos Valentine, Glossop, Derby, Surgeon. July 31 at 2, at offices 
Simpson, Dickinson st, Manch 

Loader, John Edwd, Bird in Bush rd, Commercial rd, Peckham, 
Builder. July 31 at 3, at offices of Brighten, Bishopsgate st, Without 

ks, Isaac, Sunderland, Durham, Tobacconist. July 20at 

10, at offices of Hope, Norfolk st, Sunderland 

Mawson, Geo, Park-rd South, Wood Green, Builder. July 20 at 2, at offices 
of Birchall & Rogers, Southampton-bidgs, Chancery-lane. Harrison, 
Furnival’s-inn, Holborn 

Maywhort, Christopher, Crewe Town, Cheater, Hosier. July 28 at 3, at 
offices of Cooke, Temple-chambers, Oak-st, Crewe Town 

Moseley, Wm, Maidstone, Kent, Baker. July 22 at 11, at the New Inna 
Maidstone. Pa!mer 

Mytton, Hy Whitehead, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. July 26 at 12, at 
offices of Renshaw & Rolph, Cannon-st 

Pearson, Geo Fredk, Bath, Schoolmaster. July 21 at 11, at offices of 
Ostler, Bladud-bidgs, Beth 

Pickering, John, Normanton, York, Tailor. July 22 at 11, at offices of 
Wainwright & Cv, Crown-ct 

Pike, Alfred Robt, Judd-st, Euston-rd, Ironmonger. July 25 at 3, at 
offices ot Kendrick & Massey, Gresham-st. Catherail, Canonbury-st 

Pope, Eliz, Manor-st, Clapham. Widow, Stone Mason. July 21 at 2, at 
office of Hawkins, Chancery-lane 

Potter, Thos jun, Godalming, Surrey, Draper. 
White Lion Hotel, Guildford 

Price, Wm, New Brompton, Kent, Oilman, July 25 at 11, at offices of 
Tippetts & Son, Gt St Thomas Apostle, Queen-st, Cacapside 

Ramsay, David Allan, Grove pk, Chiswick, Builder. July 28 at 2, at 
offices of Turquand & (o, Tokenhouse-yd. Blake & Huzhes, 
Lothbury 

Rich, Hy, Bristol, Baker. July 24 at 2, at officesof Thick, Small-s, 
Bristol 

Ricketts, Geo, East Dereham, Norfolk, Currier. July 19 at 11, at offices of 
Saunders, East Dereham 

Rucklidge, John Fitzgibbon, York, Wholesale Drysalter. July 22 at ll, 
at offices ofCrumbie, Stonegate, York 

Sayer, Stephen, Bennington, Derby, Coalmaster. July 25 at 11, a 
offices of Cowdell, Soresby-st, Chesterfield 

Thomas, Wm, Ystrad, Rhondda Valley. Glamorgan, Timber Merchant. 
July 20 at 12, at office of Daltons & Co, Working-st, Cardiff 

Vickers, John, Manch, Iron Manufacturer. July 24 at 2, at offices of 
Hulton & Lister, New Bailey-st, Salford 

Viggers, Hugh Hy, Nantwich, Chester, Grocer, July 21 at 4, at offices 
of Addleshaw, King-st, Manch 

Warren, Hy, Merthyr Tydfil, Weaver, July 26 at 11, at County Court 
Office, Victoria-st, Merthyr Tydfil. Russell 

Whitaker, Thos, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Innkeeper, Jaly 25, at 2, 
at the Six BelisInn, Bury 8: Edmunds. Green 

Williams, Hugh. Carnarvon, Fiour Dealer, July 17 at 11, at office of 
Williams, Porth-yr-Aur 


July 24 at Ll, at the Rad 


July 31 at 3, at the Crown 


July 24 at 2, at the 





V ILNER’S STRONG HOLDFAST and FIRE- 
i RESISTING SAFES, Staono Room Doors, &c., with all the 
recent improvements. Price Lists, Drawings, and Testimonials free 
by post.—Liverpool, Manchester, Sheffield, and 47a, Moorgate-strect, 
City, London, 





JUNE FLAVOURED STRONG BEEF TEA at 
about 24d. a pint. ASK FOR LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT 
of Meat, requiring Baron Liebig the Inventor's Signature on every 
Jar, being the only guarantee of genuineness. 
Excellent economical stock for soups, sauces, &c. 
OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Professor Pepper’s 
“Trip to the Western Highlands of Ireland,” Grand Scenery, 
and Irish Songs by Miss Barth—Engagement ot George Buckland. 
Eaq., and Great Revival of Henry Russell’s Songs. unter his personal 
kind superintendence, with grand Scenic and Uptical Effectsa—" Pants, 
an it Was and Is;’’ illustrated with « beautiful series of Pictares of thy 
Pabiic Buildings and Streets; by J. L. King, Eaq.—Re-engagement 0: 
K. D, Davies, the Premier Veutrioquiac—The Ghost and other Enter- 
tainiments as usual—~Admiseon One Shilling. Opon from 12 to 5 and7 
to 10, 





